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ABSTRACT 

An investigation of the stability and replicability 
of aptitude, attitude, and achievement factors in second language 
acquisition used 31 groups of over 100 second language students each 
from five grade levels (7-11) and seven Canadian geographic ardas of 
varying degrees of bilinguality . The groups were administered a 
series of related measures that were factor analyzed within groups. 
Although the number and type of variables used in the groups varied 
slightly, these primary factors emerged; integrative motive, French 
achievement, self-perception of French competence, language aptitude, 
evaluation of the learning situation, evaluation of the French 
teacher, evaluation of the French course, multilingualism, and 
semantic differential. Another set- of analyses involved the factor 
analysis of the original factor matrices for a more rigorous test of 
comparability across samples. This demonstrated that the factors of 
cvaluatioii of the learning situation, self-perception of French 
competence, French achievement, and integrative motive were 
consistent across all grade levels within monolingual regions and 
across lower grade levels within bilingual regions. Similar 
consistency was demonstrated only for the factors of evaluation of 
the learning situation and integrative motive within bilingual 
regions for the upper level students. Interpretations for these 
results are offered. (Author/MSE) 
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.Abstract 

The,,g^urpose of this paper was to investigate the stability and 
repl icabi 1 i ty of aptitude, attitude and achievement factors involved in 
second language acquisit^-^n. Thirty-one samples of second language students 
from five grade levels and seven different geographical areas (in terms 
of extent of bi 1 ingual i ty) were given a series of related measures which^ 
were fa&tor analysed within samples. Although the number and type of 
variables used in the samples differed slightly, a number of primary factors 
emerged. These were defined as Integrative Motive , French Achievement , 
Sel f Perception of French Competen ce, La.' l uage Aptitude , Evaluation of the 
Learning Situation , Evaluation of the French Teacher , Evaluat i on of the 
French Course , Multilingualism and Semantic Differential . A further set 
of analyses involved the factor analysis of the original factor matrices 
i'n order to provide a more rigourous test of the comparability of factors 
across samples. The results demonstrated that the factors of Evaluation ^ 
of the Learning Situation , Self Perception of French Competence , French 
Achievement and the Integrative Motive were consistent across all grade 
levels within monolingual regions and across elementary grade levels within 
bilingual regions. Similar consistency was demonstrated only for the factors 
of Evaluati.. ;f the Learning Situation and the Integrative Motive within 
bilingual regions for the secondary school level students. Interpretations 
for these patterns were offered. 
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The Mature and Repl icabil ity-oKpactors in 
Second Language Acquisition^ 

2 

R. e, Gardner, P, C. Smythe and R. Lalonde 
University of Western Ontario 

^ Many studies have examined the factorial structure underlying measures 

of attitudes, motivation, language aptitude and second-language achievement 
(see, for example,/ Clement, Gardner & Smythe, 1 977; Gardner and Lambert, 
1959, 1972; Gliksman, 1981; Lalonde, 1982). Although the studies are in 
agreement in demonstrating that both attitudinal /motivational variables and langua^ 
■aptitude are related to measures of second language achievement, it is not 
clear that the same dimensions emerge in each' analysis. ' There are, of 
course, many reasons for possible differences in factor structures. One 
is simply the different analytic solutions. Differences exist in the initial 
factor solutions (centroid, principal axis, principal components), the 
criteria for the number of factors, and the final rotational systems used 
(graphical, orthogonal, oblique, etc.). A secqnd difference concerns the 
type of measures used. , Sc studies use tests with the same descriptive 
labels (e.g.. Attitudes to>/ard French Canadians) even though the items 

^ comprising each test differ considerably. A third difference is in the 

aae of the samples tested, which varies from elementary school to university, 
level. And, of course, >the studies have been conducted in a number of 
different geographical, political and social settings. One can add to this 
list the further complication that, given the same data, two researchers 
can look at the same factor pa|tern and arrive at conclusions which on the 
surface appear very d|fferent. With so many possible sources of 

variability, it seemed meaningful to assess the stability and repl icability 
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of factor structures across a nur„jer of age ranges and geographical areas. 

The major question addressed here is s'imply, "What are the primary 
dimensions of individual differences in attitudes, motivation and language 
aptitude that can 'be, identified in second language acquisition?". The 
question is answered by considering data previously unpublished which 
involves comparable tests administered to a number of different samples. 
In this way we can eliminate many of the confounding factors listed above, 
to study factor rep-l icability, there must be uniformity in the type of 
tests administered to each sample, the type of factor analytic solution 
employed, the criteria for factor extraction, the rotational system used, 
and the rules for factor identification. Furthermore, these must be made- 
explicit. It would be beneficial, however, if the samples could be drawn 
from a wide variety of situations and age ranges. Needless to say, this 
aim clashes to some extent with that of uniformity. If the same tests are 
used, there must be some restriction in age range of the samples and the' 
second language under investigation. Within some restrictions , however, the 
present investigation satisfied both objectives by focusing on seven regions 
across Canada and five grade levels, though complete comparability of 
tests could not be maintained across all ages. 

The sampling procedure employed does permit, however, a consideration 
of other questions which derive from the major one. First, given that 
students were sampled across five grade levels, information is provided 
about the relevance of the various factors to different ages and stages of 
second language training. Second,, by sampling students in seven different 
geographical areas, answers concerning regional differences can be obtained. 
In the present instance, some areas can be classified as bilingual in that 
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both English and French tend to be used with relative frequency and the 

students have ample opportunity to experience their second language. 

Other regions are better classified as monolingual ones. This is nc5t to 

suggest that English is'used exclusively there. Many languages including 

French are present, but in general the predomiriant language is English. 

3 

Opportunities to have experience with French are not numerous. 

t • 

Method 

« 

S ubjects . , "^v^ 

The data for this "investigation" were obtained from 31 samples of 
students drawn from seven regions in Canada, four classified as monolingual 
and three as- bi-l ingual . Within all but two regions, students w^^ere selected 
by c]ass;room from five different grade levels, grades 7 to 11 inclusive. 
In one region students were selected from grades 8 to 12, though the data 
from t'he grade 9 students is not presented because the tests administered to 
them were not identical with those administered to all other grade 9 classes. 
Furthermore, the grade 12 sample was omitted since it was the only 
one at this level. Finally, in another region administrative restrictions 
permitted testing only of students in^ grades 9 to 1 1 . The sample sizes in 
each grade/region category are presented in Table 1. The regions are referred 

Insert Table 1 about here 



to as Ml to M4 for the four monolingual settings, and Bl' to B3 for the bilingual 
ones in order to ma intam confidential ity (these codes being assigned randomly 
to the regions). 
Material s 

The. tests administered to the students in elementary school (the grade 
7-8 students) differed slightly from those administered to the secondary 
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school students. The differences resulted for two reasons. Firsts the 
elementary students tended to require more time to complete' the attitude 
battery than the secondary students. Consequently, in order to finish the 
testing within the prescribed time limits, the attitude battery for the 
elementary students omitted some tests (see below). Second, the students 
in the elementary schools were much less advanced in their French training 
than the secondary students and often had not been introduced formally to 
the written aspects of French. As a result, the indices of French achievement' 
employed with them involved more~r'(3f<^imenta ry aspects of French and in most 
instances avoided recourse to written French. Within both the elementary 
grades and secondary grades, however-, measures of French achievement were 
used which had sufficient ranges of difficulty. As a' result, the same 
measures were used with all gr'ade 7 and 8 samples, permitting direct comparisons 
,of factor composition across these two grade levels. Similarly, identical • 
tests were used for all grades in the secondary school, permitting comparisons 
of factor structures across those grade levels. Direct comparisons between 
the elementary and secondary samples are tlierefore not meaningful, though 
as will be evident many common patterns are observable." 

FO'l lowing is a description of the measures obtained. Variables 1 to 33 
were assessed on both the elementary and secondary school samples. 

Sp elling Clues . Scores on this Modern Language Aptitude Test (MLAT) - 
(Carroll and Sapon, 195^) subtest are dependent upon a student's knowledge 
of English vocabulary as well as a "sound symbol association ability" 
reflecting a student's capacity to learn correspondences l.between speech 
sounds and 'Orthographic symbols, 
2. Words in Sentenc es. This MtAT subtest purports to measure a student's 
sensitivity to grammatical structure. > 
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3. Paired Associates . This MLAT subtest is a measure of the student's rote 

memory. . 

4. Need Achievement . This scale consists of five positively worded and 
five negatively wo^ed items assessing need achievement. A high score 
indicates a need to do well in any task attempted. <> 

5. Etftnocentrism . Ten items derived from the 'Other Minorities and Patriotism 

t 

subscale of the California Ethnocentrism Scale "(Adorno et al., 1950) 
and the Children's,,Ethnocentrism Scale (Frenkel -Brunswi k , 1949) comprise 
this measure. A high score on this scale reflects the belief that one's 
own cultural community is superior to other cultural groups. 

6. French Class Anxiety . Jhis is a five item scale with a high score 

reflecting Ss' degree of discomfort about participating during French 

\ 

class. , \ ' 

7. Attitudes Toward French Canadians . This scale contains 10 positively 
worded items relating to Frrnch Canadian people. AWif'igh score indicates 
a positive attitude. '-^ 

8. Interest in Foreign Languages . This measure consists'of ten positively 
worded items designed to assess ,Ss' general"interest in studying foreign 
languages. 

9. Instrumental Orientation . Four items stressed the pragmatic or 
utilitarian value of leamini^' French . A high score ^> 
suggests that S sees/purelv>practical reasons for learning French,. 

10. Integrativ e Orientation . The four items in this scale emphasize the 
importance of learning French to afford Ss the opportunity to interact 
socially and learn more about the second language communi;ty. 
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11. Pa rental Encouragement to Learn French . Ten positively worded items 

ask Ss to rate the extent to which their parents actively encourage them 
' to study French. A high score reflects a high degree of parental 
support. 

12. Attitudes Toward Learning French . This is a 10 item scale adapted from 
one develof)6d by Randhawa and Korpan ,(1973) with half the items worded 
positively and half negatively. A high score indicates a positive attitude. 

13. ' Attitudes Toward Etjropean French Pej^. Because some students of French 

may view people from France as the most appropriate language models, a 
10 item, positively worded scale was dev&loped. A high score suggests a 
positive attitude. 

14. Motivational Intensity . These 10 multiple choice items are designed to 
measurV the amount of effort Ss expend on learning French. A high score 

• represents a "high degree of effort. 

15 Desire to Learn French . Ten multiple choice items are included in this 
^ 

scale with a high score expressing a strong desire to learn French. This 
scale differs from the Motivational Intensity scale in that it indexes • 
the degree to which Ss want to learn French as opposed to the effori. 
expended. v 

16. Ori entation Index . Ss were presented with four possible reasons for 
studying French, two stressing the instrumental* and two the integrative 
value. Ss had to choose one of the four alternatives as being closest 
to their own reasons for taking. French, and each S was classified as 
being either primarily instrumental (1) or integrative (2) in his/her , 
orientation. 

17. Behavio ural Intention to Continue Fren ch. Ss were asked if they intended 
to take French next year. Their answers were coded 1 for yes, 2 for 
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I don't know, and 3 for no." 

1 8 . Opportunity to Use French Outside of School During the Preceding Yea r . 
An .affirmative answer was coded 1, a negative, 2. , 

19. ^u[^^ber of Years S tud y i ng French . The number reported was used. 

20. ' Number uf Languages Spoken at Home . The number reported was used. 

21. Number of Languages Student Speaks . The number reported was used. 

I 

Students' reactions to the concepts "My French Course" and "My French 

Teacher" were assessed by-means of the semantic differential rating technique. 

Each concept was rated on a series of seven-point scales with the ends of each 

t 

scale being' anchored by pairs of descriptive bi-polar adjectives (e.g., 
friendly-unfriendly). The. scales used can b^ found in Gardner (in press). 

Student reactions to their French teacher were gauged by 25 scales which 
were scored to reflect the, fol lowing four dimensions: 

22. French Teacher - Evaluftiion . Ten scales were summed to reflect Ss' general 
evaluative reactions to their French teacher. A high score indicates 

a positive evaluation. 

23. Fre nch Teacher - Rappor t. Teacher-pupil rapport was measured by five 
scales such as approachable-unapproachable. The hi^gher the score, thfe 
greater the perceived rapport and warmth of the teacher. 

24. Fre nch Teacher - Competence .. Ss' perceptions of their teacher's competence 
werl tapped by five scales (e.g., organized-disorganized). A high score 
indicates a high degree? of perceived competence, 

25. Frgnch T e acher - Inspir ation. The extent to which Ss felt their teachers 
inspired them was evaluated on five scales such as unimaginative-imaginative 
High scores suggest high levels of inspiration. 



10 



(8) 

The 25 scales used for the ratings of the French course v;ere scored to 
yield the foT'TiOwing measures: 

26. French Course - Evaluation . Ss' general evaluative reactions to the 

'■ course were, assessed with ten scales scored so that the higher the score, 
the nxDre positive Ss' evaluation of the -Course. 

27. French Course - Difficulty . Five scales (e.g., simple-complicated) were 
summed to provide an estimate of the perceived difficulty of each course. 

28. Fre nch Course - Util ity . Five scales (e.g., meaningless-meaningful) were 
used. A high sitore indicates a high level of perceived utility. 

29. Fren cn Course - Interest . Five scales such as ^dul 1 -e>;citing were summed 
so that the higher the score, the greater the interest in the course. 
Variables 30-33 were measures derived from Ss' self ratings on four 

aspects of French ability. Seven point scales varying from "Not at all" to 
"Fluently" were used for each skilly. The skills were: 

30. Self-rating - Writing . 

31 . Self-rating - Inderstandin^ . 

32. Self-rating - Reading . 

33. Sel f-rating - Speaking . 

Following are the measures of French achievement. Those used for students 
in grades 7 aiid 8 are as follows: 

34. V ocabulary . This test consists of 25 items presented in a test booklet. 
Each item consisted of a French word followed immediately by five English 
words, one of which corresponded most to the French v/ord. The test was 
also tapev^ecorded in that each French word was read twice, followed by 

a four second interval during which time students indicated their answer. 
The higher the score, the greater the French vocabulary knowledge. 



11 



,., . (9) ■ 

35. Sentence Comprehension . This 10 item multiple choice tape recorded 
test was adapted from the French Co mprehension Test - Kindergarten and 
the French Comprehension Test - Grade 1 (Ontario Institute for Studies 

in. Education, 1974). The first five items consisted of French statements 
presented twice, and the task was to select from four pictures the one 
that best illustrated the" meaning of each sentence. The second five 
items were questions asked twice in French; •students were asked to pick 
thevpicture from four choices that best answered each question. A high - ^ 
score reflects good aural comprehension of French sentences. 

36. Sentence Unde rs tanding . This test consists of 13 items designed to 
measure students* auditory comprehension of French sentences and was 
written specifically for this investigation. .Students heard a sentence 

- read twice in French and then had to decide if it made logical sense or 
not; for example, "Voici un garcon; c'est Suzanne". A high score indicates 
good sentence comprehension. 

37. . Paragraph Comprehensipn . This is a 15 item test adapted from the French 
C omprehension Test - Kindergarten and the French Comprehension Test - 
Grade 1 (Ontario Institute for Studies in Education, 1974) with suitable 

' changes for older children. The students heard three short stories read 
twice in French, and following each story the students v;ere asked to 
answer five questions which were asked twice in French. The children 
circled the picture chosen from four alternatives which best illustrated- 
the answer to each question. A high score indicates good aural comprehension 
for extended French passages. 

38. ' Gender Identification . This 30 'item test, developed for this investigation, 

consisted of 15 iiiascul ine and 15 feminine French nouns arranged randomly. 
Beside each noun was written both "un" and "une" under the headings 
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Masculine and Feminine. The students heard each noun read twice and 
were asked to circle the approprjate gender identification. Half of the 
words were common, and the others were less common nouns but were 
selected becciuse their endings could give clues to their gender. A high 
score indicates a sensitivity to noun gender and an ability to generalize 
from known gender to probable gender. 
39. Grade . Students' final French grades were obtained from the school records. 

The following measures were used with students in grades 9-11 . Variables 
34-36 are subtests of the Canadian Achievement Tests i.n French (CATF) ( 1 961 ) . 
The CATF is a standardized paper and pencil test that is made up of four parts 
and is normally administered to students as ar unpaced test with a one hour time 
limit. In .this investigation, the fourth subtf . "'nciation, was omitted 
and time limits were imposed on each of the ot. " *^testj with the 

provision that if students completed one subte' time limit expired 

they could return to earlier subtests. This test v, •. ^ent ^d via a tape 
recorder. The subtests are: 

34. CATF - French Vocabulary . This subtest consists of 35 multiple choice 
items in 5 different formats. Each item consists of a word or phrase 
followed by five alternatives. The first three parts consist of a stimulus 

word followed by 5 alternatives. Part I (5 items) has English stimulus/ 

I 

French alternatives, part .II (11 items) uses a French/French format and 
part III (9 items) a French/English format. Part IV (7 items) involves 
selecting from among five pairs of French words the one pair in each 
item most nearly opposite in meaning to each other. Part V 
presents three French sentences with one word missing, and students must 
select from five alternatives the French word that is most appropriate. 
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students were given five minutes to complete the test. A high score ^ 
indicates substantial French vocabulary knowledge. 

35. CATF - French Grammar . This subtest consists of 45 multiple choicd items 
and is made up of three sections. The first section (28 items) presents 
an English sentence followed by it: French translation with one word 
omitted. The appropriate word from five French alternatives must be 
selected. The second part (15 items) presents a French sentence with 
one word omitted with selection from among five French alternatives. 

The third section (two items) presents English phrases, and the correct 
French translation must be selected from five alternatives. A time limit 
of 11 minutes was given. A high score indicates a good command of French 
grammar. ^ 

36. CATF - French Comprehension . This test consists of 10 items and is made 
up of two sections. Six items relate to three written selections of 
French prose where there are two questions (in French) about each selection 
Four items are incomplete French sentences, and students are required to 
select from five alternatives the word or phrase which most logically 
completes the sentence. Students were given five minutes. A high score 
indicates a good comprehension of written French. 

The following scales were designed to measure the students' aural F;^-^-^ch 
skills rather than their reading or writing ability. 

37. Paragr aph Comprehension . This 10 item test was adapted from the MLA 
Cooperative Foreign Language Tests (1963). Three stories were presented 
via a tape recorder twice in French. Following each story, the student 
was required to answer three or four multiple choice questions in French. 
The test required seven minutes. A high score indicates good romprehension 
of aural French. 
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38. Sentence Completion . In this 10 item test, the students heard an 

J 

incomp|^6te French sentence read twice, and after each stimulus sentence 
they we'i^e required to select from four printed French alternatives the 
one that best completed the sentence. The test took five minutes. A 
high score was indicative of good aural French comprehension. 

39. Grade . Students' final French grades were obtained from the school 
records. ' ' 

Students were asked to evaluate the concepts, French Canadians, Myself, 
European Fi'ench and English Canadians by making use of the semantic differential. 
Each concept was rated on 25 scales, but the evaluative score consisted of 
the sum of the following ten scales, properly reflected, good-bad, friendly- 
unfriendly, unreliable-reliable, insincere-sincere, dependable-undependable, 
untrustworthy-trustworthy, honest-dishonest, unpleasant-pleasant, kind-cruel, 
and impolite-polite. A high score indicates a favourable evaluation. The four 
variables were: 

40. F rench Canadians - Evaluative . 

41. Ilyself - Evaluative . 

42. European French - Evaluative . ( 

43. English Canadians - Evaluative . 
Procedure 

The students were tested three times throughout the year. The language 
aptitude battery (Variables 1-3) was administered near the beginning of the 
academic year, the attitudinal /motivational measures (Variables 4-29 and 
40-43 for secondary school students) were administered three to four months 
later, and the various achievement measures were given three months later 
near the end of the academic term. 
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Results and Discussion 

The data were standardized within each school at each grade level. 
Following this, Pearson product -moment correlation coefficients were computed 
among the variables for each sample. The correlation matrices were then 
subjected to principal axes factor analyses. The highest absolute .correlation 
for each variable served as its communal ity estimate. In each sample, all 
factors with eigei^values greater than 1.0 were retained so that a uniform 
criterion was used to estimate the number of factors. As a result, the number 
of factors varied from sample to sample suggesting that the underly^ing 
dimensionality is greater in some areas than others. 

There is no consistent pattern in the number of factors across age or 
region, and consequently the factor definitions which follow are not applicable 
to each sample. The definitions are, in fact, stylized descriptions which 
are offered in order to reduce the explanation of each factor matrj/. ■ Tables 
Al to A31 (Appendix A) present the Varimax rotated factor matrices for the 
31 samples. Material will be presented later to indicate the accuracy and 
stability of the factors identified. . •. 

Identification of the Primary Factors 

Despite differences in the number and type of variables contained in 
the factor matrices for the elementary and secondary school samples, many of 
the factors obtained are comparable, and the following descriptions are 
applicable to both levels unless otherwise specified. The primary factors are: 
1. Integrative Motive . The definition of the Inte g rative Motive factor is 
dependent upon a particular configuration of attitude and motivation variables. 
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The integrative motive reflects positive attitudes toward the second language 
community (e.g., French Canadians and/or the European French), a generalized 
interest in learning foreign (or second) languages, favourable attitudes 
toward learning the second language, an integrative orientation in second 
language study, and a heightened motivation and desire to learn the language. 
In terms of the variables comprising each of the factor matrices, this 
definition would require positive and substantial loadings froin variables 
reflecting the description just given. These include French Canadian attitudes, 
Attitudes toward the European French, Interest in Foreign Languages, Attitudes 
toward Learning .French, Integrati veness , Motivational Intensity, Desire to 
Learn French, French Canadian - Evaluation and European French - Evaluation. 

Although these are the major variables defining the Integrative Motive 
dimension, other variables could contribute to the factor to the extent that 
they reflect comparable attitudinal or motivational properties. One example 
of such measures would be the Orientation Index which generally would contribute 
positively to this dimension (reflecting an integrative orientation). Since 
it is a dichotomous measure, however, it is potentially unreliable. Inspection 
of Tables Al to A31 justifies this conclusion about its unreliability. Its 
communal ity is low, and it seldom contributes to any factor. Another example 
is ethnocentrism. Since the Integrative Motive reflects a positive regard 
for the second language community, ethnocentrism would be expected to load 
negatively on this dimension. Individual differences on the ethnocentrism 
scale could reflect other attributes such as nationalism or even intelligence 
which could moderate a negative relationship. In fact, the ethnocentrism 
scale does contribute negatively to the Integrative Motive factor 22 times, 
though substantial ly so only twice (see Tables Al toA31). 
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A third measure that could contribute to the Integrative Motive Factor 
is an Instrumental Orientation. High scores on this measure can indicate 
that learning French .is important and/or that it leads to utilitarian goals. 
Discussions of integrative and instrumental orientations oftfen treat them 
as contrasting (K^lley, 1969), yet it is possible that individuals who have 
either orientatio^ ' ■ wfll agree that learning the second language is 
impoi '^nt. Inte^rati vely oriented individuals would undoubtedly see the 
utilitarian value of second language acquisition, while instrumental ly oriented 
people demonstrate some willingness to interact with members of the other 
community. As a result, the' two orientations would be expected to correlate 
(cf. Smythe, Stennett, and Feenstra, 1972) and the instrumental orientation 
could load on an Integrative Motive dimension, though it would not be expected 
to contribute as highly as the integrative orientation. In fact, the factor 
loadings for Integrative Orientation are higher than those for Instrumentality 
in 29 of the 33 I ntegrative Motive factors isolated and less only twice. 
Both of these, it should be added, werp in bilingual samples. 
II. French Achievement . The definition of the French Achievement dimension 
is based primarily on substantial loadings from Variables 34-39, the objective 
indices of French achievement in both the elementary and secondary school 
samples. Except for Variable 39, French grade, which reflects the teacher's ^ 
evaluation based on any number of criteria, these measures are all dependent 
upon performance on objective paper md penc.l tests of achievement. As a 
result, this dimension would also reflect variation associated wit'i test-taking, 
behaviour and ability in general. Because of this, as well as a direct link 
between verbal ability and achievement in a second language, it is not 
uncommon that the language aptitude indices often contribute substantially 
to this dimension. Furthermore, since self-ratings of achievement in a ' 




18 



(16) 

second language reflect students' perceptions of their second language skills, 
it is conceivable that they too could be included on this factor. They may 
not, however, contribute substantially to the French Achievement dimension 
in all cases because they undoubtedly also reflect individual differences in 
self-confidence, anxiety over language competence, motivation, and the like. 

III. Self Perception of French Competence . Thii^^ dimension is defined primarily 
by the se.lf-ratings of the four second language skills; writing, understanding, 
reading, and speaking (Variables 30-33). The nature 'bf this dimension is 

such that it could also be expected to share variance in common with objective 
indices of French achievement, the measure of French Class Anxiety, and 
various'attitudinal /motivational indices. 

IV. Language Aptitude . Appreciable loadings from Variables l-3v the three 
subtests of the Modern Language Aptitude Test (Carroll and Sapon, 1959) were 
involved in the definition of this dimension. In some cases the factor also 
included the objective indices of French Achievement causing some ambiguity 

in definition. The label Language Ap\;itude was applied to the factor in these 
c^ses if the magnitude of the loadings for the three measures of language 
aptitude tended to exceed tho$e of the French achievement measures. Otherwise, 
the factor was identified as French Achievement . Although it might be argued 
that a m9re descriptive label might be Language Aptitude - French Achievement 
in such cases, the use of such a label would have caused confusion in those 
samples where an independent French Achievement, factor was also isolated. 

V. Evaluation of the Learning Situation . This factor is composed of reactions 
to two major features of the language learning context, the teacher and the 
course. Four assessments were made of the French teacher - evaluation, rapport, 
competence, and inspiration (Variables 22-25) and four of the French course - 
evaluation, difficulty, utility, and interest (Variables 26-29). Often, 
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however, students' perceptions of the difficulty of the French course did 
not contribute to this dimension, quite probably because such perceptions 
are less affective than the others. The definition of this ,factor consequently 
required appreciable loadings from at least the remaining seven assessments. 
In many instances, some attitudinal/moti vational measures also contributed 
to this dimension, or alternatively some of the reactions to the teacher 
and/or the course contributed to the Integrative Motive dimension. Such 
overlap is to be expected since it would be reasonable to propose that 
integrati vely nxDtivated individuals would tend to have positive affective 
reactions to both the French teacher and the .French course.. 

VI. Evaluation of the French Teacher . This dimension is obviously a subset 

\ 

of that described above, but the label was employed in those situations where 
the four reactions to the French teacher contributed appreciably to the 
dimension while the reactions toward the course tended not to^ load on the 
factor. Invariably in such situations an independent factor of Evaluation 
of the French Course tended also to be isolated. 

VII. Evaluation of the French Course . As indicated above, the definition 

of this factor resulted because of an apparent independence between reactions 
to the teacher and the course. 

Vllly Multi 1 ingual ism . The definition of this factor required appreciable 
loadings from Variables 20 and 21 :he number of languages spoken at home and 
the numbejr spoken by the student) plus no additional clustering of variables 
indicative of a more psychologically meaningful construct. 
IX. Semantic^ Differential . This dimension could appear only in the samples 
obtained from the secondary schools where considerable use was made of the 
semantic differential technique. This dimension would appear to be due 
primarily to method variance and is of little relevance to the present 
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discussion. ' / 

Other factors (generally not label'led) tend to emerge in some' of the 
analyses, but generally those Just described are the primary ones which 
appear with sufficient consistency to be considered relatively stable. 
Table 2 presents a summary of the factors obtained in all the samples. -In 

Insert Table 2 about here 

the discussion to follow, emphasis will be focused on the similarities and 
differences across these samples. 
Factor Repl icabi 1 ity 

An Integrative Motive factor was isolated in each of the samples, 
indicating that this dimension is stable across geographical regions and 
grades. In general, this dimension receives substantial loadings from the 
nine variables proposed to, be the major defining characteristics, though the 
semantic differential assessments (Variables 40 and 42 in the secondary school 
matrices) are not consistent features. The hypothesized relations for' the 
Ethnocentrism scale and the Orientation Index appear relatively infrequently, 
while that for the Instrumental Orientation occurs on all but one of the 33 ■ 
Integrative Motive factors. i This latter relationship could indicate simply ^ 
that integratively motivated students see the pragmatic values of learning 
French. In 29 out of the 33 factors, French Course - Utility also contributes, 
suggestir.j that intpgrati vely motivated students are not mere idealists. 
They see the usefulness of language study! 

There is also clear evidence that an integrative motive is implicated 
in the decision to continue French language study in that the Behavioural 
Intention to Continue Language Study contributes substantially to this 
dimension in 25 of the 33 factors. Although indices of French achievement 
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are not commonly substantial contributors to this dimension (only 8 samples 
have at l^st one self report or objective inde;^; of French achievement 
contributing appreciably) , they do make minimal contributions (i.e., factor 
loadings in the range of .20 to .29 in 11 monolingual samples and five 
bilingual ones); In a total of 24 cases, there is some evidence that the 
integrative motive is related to second language achievement. It should be 
stressed that minimal loadings are more likely expected than larger ones simply 
because the overlap between affective components (i.e., the integrative motive) 
and performance components (i.e., the achievement indicei) would not be that 
great. Furthermore, aspects of measurement variance (e.g., similar test 
formats) are not common to the two classes, of variables. 

A French Achievemen t dimension was common to all samples except two, the 
grade 7 sample in the B2 area, and the grade 8 sample in the M4 region. In 
these samples, the objective indices of achievement contributed mostly to the 
Self-Perception of French Competence dimension. The French Achievement 
dimensions identified in the other nine elementary school samples were generally 
independent of self ratings of competence. Th^re is only one exception, and 
that occurs in a sample from a bilingual setting. Among the secondary school , 
samples there is a greater contribution from self-rating measures on this 
dimension, particularly in bilingual areas. At least one sf.lf-rating variable 
contributes appreciably to seven of these factors, and five of these are from 
bilingual regions. That iz, where there are opportunities to assess one's 
knowledge of the second language, there is a tendency for self appraisals of 
competence to reflect objective assessments of competence. There is also a 
tendency for the French Achieveme nt dimension to relate to language aptitude, 
particularly at the earlier stages of language acquisition. Of the nine 



22 



(20) 

French Achievement factors isolated at' the elementary school level, eight 
received contributions from at least one language aptitude subtest. At the 
secondary school level, however, only 10 of the 21 factors isolated include 
this aptitude component moreover, nine of these were from monolingual 
samples. Clearly, language aptitude is most highly related to language 
achievement in the early stages of language learning or where language 
learning depends primarily on the school setting. 

A Self -Perception of French 'Competence dimension was obtained in all 
but three samples, and these were al\ secondary school samples from the saipe 
bilingual region. As indicated earlier, this dimension was not restricted 
completely to the self-rating measure. In fact, in 17 of the 28 samples an 
appreciable contribution was made to this dimension by at least one of th'e 
objective indices of French achievement (Variables 34-39), and French grade 
(Variable 39) was involved in 12 of these samples. Self -perceptions tend 
therefore to have some convergent validity. A very similar factor was 
reported by Clement, Gardner and Smythe (1977, 1980) in their studies of 
students learning English. They identified it as SeVP-Conf idence with English 
because the self-report indices of competence loaded positively while there 
were negative loadings from indices of anxiety. They argued that the self- 
confidence dimension reflected a positive evaluation of one's vwn skills arnd 
an absence of anxiety which resulted from experience in using the second 
language in the opportunities provided in a bilingual milieu. 

Some evidence for a similar interpretation is suggested in the present 
data. The index of French Class Anxiety contributed negatively and substantially 
to this dimension in five of the elementary school samples; moreover, four 
of these were from the grade 8 samples, and three were from bilingual regions. 
At the secondary level, anxiety contributed to 11 of the factors, four of which 



ERIC 



23 



(21) 

were from bilingual regions. Such results suggest that given a bilingual 
region or a sufficient level of competence so that opportunities exist for 
the student to use the language, there will be a negative relationship f 
between anxiety and self-perceived "competence. Clearly, however, the 
association is not sufficiently pronounced among these English speaking 
students to justify the conclusion that this reflects the Sel f-Conf i dence 
dimension reported by Clement et al. (1977, 1980). In fact, Clement (1980) 
and Giles and Byrne' (1982) have proposed that Self-Conf idence would play 
a more important role among minority group members learning a majority group 
language because of the greater number of situations where individuals would 
be expected to use their language skills. h 

The dimension of Langua ge Aptitude was" obtained with only three of the 
11 elementary school samples and 12 of the 20 secondary school samples. 
Clearly this increased representation at the higher grade levels reflects 
the rinding reported above that at the secondary school level the aptitude 
tests did not contribute very frequently to the French Achievement dimension. 
What is evident in this set of Language Aptitude factors is that, although^ 
objective indices'of French achievement make some contribution (six of thjf 
15 factors), there is a close association between Language Aptitude and 
French grades. Of the 14 matrices where grade was, included as a variable, 
it contributed to this dimension 11 times. - 

The factor Evaluation of the Learning Situati on was obtained in 25 of 
of the 31 samples, and the twp factors which are subsets of it. Evaluation 
of the Fren c h Teacher and Evaluation of the French Course were each obtained 
in five other samples. Why the total configuration should form two independent 
components in those five samples is not clear. Similarly there is no apparent 
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reason for the isolation of an Evaluation of the French Course factor in region 

M2, grade 8, when an Evaluation of the Learning Situation factor had already 

been identified. Nor is there a c,]ear reason why only an Evaluation o f the 

French Teache r factor v/as isolated in region B2, grade 10. Quite possibly, in 

some settings reactions to the learning situation are less homogeneous than in others. 

The Multi l ingual ism dimension appeared in 16 samples. The major defining 
features of this dimension involve nwre than one language spoken by the student 
and in the home, and there is not any other variable which consistently loads 
on this dimension. In six samples the variable Opportunity to Use French 
contributes to" this dimension, suggesting possibly that in these cases 
"Multilingualism" implies primarily students from French-English homes, but 
this pattern does not characterize the other ten samples. It would seem that 
this dimension reflects variability which 

is due to non-English backgrounds in the sample. 

A Semantic Differential factor emerged in 17 of the 20 samples obtained 
from the secondary schools. Ten of these received substantial contributions 
•from the measure of Attitudes tbward'the European French (Variable 13} probably 
because this variable was not that highly related- to other variables in the 
matrix but overlapped considerably with Variable 42 (European French - Evaluation) 
which was a major component of the Semantic Differenti al dimension. No other 
consistent pattern is evident. 

Sixteen factors were classified as Not Labelled primarily because the 
configurations did not suggest any meaningful interpretation. Of these, 
seven were from monolingual regions and nine from bilingual ones. They were 
not particularly more frequent in either the elementary or secondary samples, 
and there seemed to be very little similarity in them from sample to sample. 
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They are best interpreted as being idiosyncratic to their respective samples 
and might indicate that too many factors were extracted in these samples. 
Relationships Among The Factors ''^ 

In order to determine the comparability of the factors across the 
different regions, further analyses vyere conducted. One such analysis, 

"involved all the elementary school samples, another was concerned with the 
secondary school samples from the monolingual regions, and tht third .-was 
performed with the secondary school samples from the bilingual regions. 

In each anal^^sis, correlations were computed between the factor loadings 
reported in Tables Al to A31 . For example, treating the variables as subjects, 
we calculated the correlation of the loadings on factor I for grade 7, region 
Ml, with those for each of factors II, III, etc., for that region as well as 
the loadings on every other factor for all the elementary school samples. In 
fact, the correlations between the loadings of all the elementary school samples 
were calculated. The resulting correlfltion matrix, therefore, treated the 
factors themselves as variables, and sunimarized the extent to which the 
loadings on any one factor were similar to those on any other factor. This 
matrix was then subjected to a factor analysis to determine the extent to [ 
which common factors existed across the various regions. 
The Elementary School Samples 

The Varimax factor matrix for the elementary school samples is presented 
in Table 3. The seven factors presented were all factors with eigenvalues 

— — . ^ — ^ — . — — y — — — — 

Insert Table 3 about here 

; 

J 

greater than 1.0. Inspection of the matrix demonstrates that in general the 
factors described above were replicable across the various regions and 
generally quite independent of other factors from the same region. 

Factor 1 receives appreciable loadings (i.e., greater than ±.40) from 
13 "variables". Nine of these were Evaluation of the Learning Situation 
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factors described above, two were Evaluation of the French Teacher factors, 
and two were Evaluation of the French Course factors. Clearly this factor 
demonstrates that Evaluation of the Learning Situation is a stable and 
consistent factor across these two grades and these regions. 

Factor II is not so clear cut. Thirteen "variables" define this factor. 
Although six French Achievement factors contribute to this dimension (five 
from monolingual areas), three labelled as French Achievement do not. 
Furthermore, four contributions to this dimension are from the Not Labelled 
factors, and three are defined as Language Aptitude. Although Factor II is 
tentatively defined as a French Achievement dimension which is common to six 
of the samples, it is clear that it shares variance in common with language 
aptitude and other attributes which are relatively idiosyncratic to the region 
concerned. 

Factor III demonstrates the relative stability and consistency of the 
Self -Perception of French Competence dimension in that 11 of the 12 defining 
"variables" are identified as Self-Perception of French Competence in their 
samples. Only one variable was identified differently, and that was not 
labelled, | 

Factor IV is best identified as the Inte grative Motive dimension in that 
11 of the 15 "variables" comprising this factor are Integrative Motive factors. 
The remaining four represent Evaluation of the Learning Situation or Evaluation 
of the French Course factors. The Integrative Motive dimension is obviously 
stable across samples though in some samples it is related to reactions to 
aspects of the language learning situation. 

All five of the factors referred to as Multil ingual ism in the elementary 
school analyses contribute to Factor V, and in addition loadings are also 
obtained from one "Not Labelled" factor and one Evaluation of the French Course 
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factori these both from the same sample. In general the loadings on this 
factor tend to be low, indicating that the definition of the Multi 1 ingual ism 
dimension is not that consistent across the various samples. 

Factor VI is defined by 11 "variables", eight representing French 
Achievement factors, two characterizing Self-Perception of French Competence 
and one referring to Multil ingual ism. Only one of the French Achievement 
factors does not load on this factor, suggesting that this dimension reflects 
a relatively stable factor of French Achievement which, unlike Factor II, 
also identified as French Achievement , is relatively independent of language 
aptitude or other factors. It should be noted furthermore that, whereas 
Factor II included only one of the French Achievement factors from bilingual 
regions. Factor VI includes all those factors defined as French Achievement 
in bilingual areas and all but one from the monr . . :^nual areas. The emergence 
ot these two dimensions (Factors II and VI) refitv^ts in a cross sample 
situation th^ confounding of French achievement and language aptitude which 
was noted in the previous analyses as well as the somewhat different 
character of the French Achievement dimensions in different regions. 

Factor VII is defined by only two "variables" and is not readily 
interpretable. 

The Mono ' ngual Region Secondary Schools 

Table 4 presents the rotated factor matrix for the secondary school 
samples from the monolingual regions. In this analysis, nine factors produced 

Insert Table 4 about here 

eigenvalues greater than 1.0, but rotation of these nine factors produced 
two that were essentially unique. For this reason, only seven factors were 
finally rotated. The interpretation of all seven factors is very clear and 
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requires little elaboration. 

Factor I receives appreciable loadings (i.e.» greater than ±.40) from 
14 "variables" derived from Integrative Motive factors, two from Evaluation 
of the French Course, and one reflecting Multil ingualism (Variable 26). 
Obviously the Integrative Motive dijnension is relatively unique and common 
across all the samples. 

Factor II is more heterogeneous in content but is tentatively identified 
as Language Aptitude . The five Language Aptitude "variables" load substantially 
on this axis, as do five "variables" defined as French Achievement and one 
as Mul til ingual ism. This dimension is clearly not unique in content emphasizing 
either language aptitude or French achievement components in different samples, 
but it is represented in all but one of the samples. 

Factor III is clearly the Sel f -Perception of French Competence dimension 
being defined only by the 11 "/ariables" bearing this name. It is both unique 
and consistent.. 

Factor IV is the dimension of Evaluation of the [.earning Situation . Nine 
"variables" have this label while in two regions the subsets of this factor. 
Evaluation of the French Teacher and French Course respectively, define this 
dimension. It is possibly significant that these two samples are from grade 11, 
pointing to the possibility that in some areas reactions to the learning 
situation tend to become heterogeneous as students become older. 

Twelve "variables" define Factor V. Nine of them are Semantic Differential 
dimensions, and three were Not Labelled. Clearly the Semantic Differential 
dimension is both unique and consistent across samples. 

Factor VI is a Multilingual ism dimension; all seven "variables" defining 
it are Mul til ingual ism factors. Only one Multi 1 ingual ism factor does not 
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contribute to this dimension suggesting that, although the dimension 
app =ired to involve different variables in the different samples, there 
did tend to be some consistency across most samples. 

Factor V!I is best identified as a French Achievement dimension since 
twelve "variables" reflect such achievement. As before, the dimension is 
not unique, however. Three "variables" involve Language Aptitude, one 

Self -Perceptions of French Competence', and one Semantic Differential variance. 

f 

The Bilingual Region - Secondary Schools 

Table 5 presents the rotated factor matrix for the secondary schools in 
the bilingual regions. As before, seven factors were retained for rotation 
from the ten with eigenvalues greater than 1.0 because this seemed to best 

Insert Table 5 about here 

reflect the dimensionality. When ten factors were rotated, three produced 
essentially unique components. Even when the seven factors were rotated, 
however, the resulting structure is generally less clear than those presented 
above. 

Factor I is defined by 16 "variables", 11 Integrative Motive factors 
which represent all nine areas, two Not Labelled factors, two Evaluation of 
the Learning Situation factors, and one Evaluation of the French Course 
factcr. As before, the Integrative Motive dimension is relatively unique 
and common across samples. 

Factor II is clearly different from any factor reported thus far and 
represents a mixture of eight French Achievement factors, six Self-Perception 
of French Competence factors, two Not Labelled, and one Multil ingual ism 
factor. Moreover the loadings differ substantially across areas. Particularly 
in some bilingual cont^^^ts, it appears that French Achievement and Self- 
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Perception of French Competence become linked more so than in other areas 
and even more so than |monol ingual regions. This pattern would be expected 
if the Qc-ralization made earlier were correct that considerable exposure 
to the other languaae is necessary to make self-confidence an important 
determinant of second language acquisition. 

Factor III is clearly the Semantic Differential dimension. Of the nine 
"variables" contributing to this factor, eight are Semantic Differential 
factors, and one is Not Labelled. 

Factor IV is primarily a Language Aptitude dimension. Seven "variables" 
describe Language Aptitude, and three reflect French Achievement. It would 
seem that in the bilingual regions Language Aptitude tends to be more unique 
than in monolingual settings and fairly consistent across samples. 

Factor V, identified as the Evaluation of the Learning Situati on dimension, 
is defined by 10 "variables", seven referring to Evaluation of the Learning 
Situation, two to Evaluation of the French Course, and o»\e to the Integrative 
Motive. As in the other analyses, this dimension is generally unique and 
consistent. 

'Factors VI and VII are not readily interpretable. Factor VI receives 
substantial loadings from seven "variables", five Not Labelled, one Self- 
Perception of French Competence, and one Multil ingual ism factor. Factor VII 
is defined by two dimensions of French Achievement and one of Multil ingual ism. 
In both factors the loadings are relatively low. 

These results with respect to the relationships among the factors are important 
because they demonstrate the general consistency of factor patterns across 
ages and language training as well as different cultural settings. Within 
the elementary school settings, 
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the factor patterns uTKferlying Evaluation of the Learning Situation , Self - 
Perce ption of French Compete nce, Integrative Motive , and French Achiev e ment 
are clearly articulated and consistent from age to age and region to region. 
This pattern is also true of secondary school students from monolingual 
regions. In this latter situation too there is evidence of a consistent 
Semantic Differential factor reflecting primarily the greater number of 
variables using this technique for the older students. This pattern is only 
partially maintained with secondary school students from bilingual regions 
where the Integrative Motive , Evaluation of the Learning Situation , and 
Semantic Differential factors demonstrate the greatest consistency across 
ages and regions. These latter samples show inconsistency, however, in the 
French Achievement and Self-Perception of French Competence dimensions which 
tend to merge with each other. It is as though in bilingual settings actual 
achievement and perceptions of competence are intermingled, 

A very meaningful interpretation of these findings is that once students 
are old enough and have sufficient language skills, those who wish to can 
avail themselves of the opportunities that present themselves and establish 
self-confidence in their ability. If this is the case, it would suggest that 
G.iles and Byrne (1982) need not restrict their theoretical model to minority 
group members learning the language of the majority group but instead lir,!< 
their theorizing to opportunities in the community to make use of those skills 
that are developed. That is, self-confidence and language achievement would 
appear to be associated, even among majority group members, in settings where 
the other language is present and students cfin assess their level of competence. 
This of course is also true of minority group members learning the majority 
language. 
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Another difference between the bilingual and inonol ingual regions is 
the clear and consiste.it distinctiveness of language aptitude in the bilingual 
regions. In bilingual regions, many opportunities exist to learn the 
language, and thus many factors can be involved. In such contexts, it is 
reasonable to expect that language aptitude would appear as a relatively 
replicable dimension distinct from second language achievement. In monolingual 
regions, on the other hand, language aptitude tends in some contexts to^_^ 
merge with French achievement, so much so that the patterns are relatively 
unstable from age to age and region to region. The difference again would 
seem to reflect the availability of opportunities to achieve proficiency. In 
monolingual regions, most language acquisition is quite likely centred in 
the school situation, and with such limited opportunities those with high 
aptitude would be expected to profit more than those with less. This is 
largely the prediction which follows from Carroll's (V962) model of second 
language acquisition. 
Concl usions 

The purpose of this investigation was to examine the stability and 
replicability of factor structures underlying second language acquisition 
across a number of geographical areas and age groups. Although there were 
some differences in factor structure that could be attributed to age of 
student or type of region (i.e., monolingual vs. bilingual), the structures 
were extremely robust. This consistency has important implications for 
researchers of second language acquisition. 

These findings demonstrated that a number of independent factors come 
into play in the second language learning process and that these are generally ^ 
consistent across samples. As a result, they suggest that future studies in 



ERIC 



33 



(31) 

"'Igr this field should concentrate on a multidimensional approach in order to 
tap the complexities involved in this learning process. That is, the study 
of second language acquisition should include not only more than one type 
of predictor, but more than one criterion measure. 

The present data also have implications for models of the acquisition 
process and the testing of those models. Since certain factors appear quite 
consistently from one data set to another, it seems imperative that they be 
included in any models proposed. A recent series of investigations (Gardner, 
Lalonde, & Pierson, 1984; Lalonde & Gardner, 1984) have used constructs 
comparable to many of the factors identified in this study as important 
aspects of the language learning process. J^ese have been investigated as 
latent "Variables in causal models relating to achievement in the language 
and hdve been shown to be significant elements. The consistency reported here 
suggests strongly that such models would be applicable in many different 
contexts. Future research can now be directed profitably to investigating 
the implications of these causal models and the extent to which they can be 
extended to encompass othej^ possible variables without being too concerned 
that the basic structure of the model would vary from one region to another. 
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Footnotes 

1. This research was supported by grants from, the Office of the Secretary 
of State and from the Social Sciences and Humanities Research Council. 

2. Now with the Department of Psychology, London Psychiatric Hospital, 
London, Ontario. 

3. Because of agreements with the various boards concerned, the various 
regions cannot be named. They were, however, drawn from across Canada. 
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239 


3 3 


I2k 



t 

o 



e 1 
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11 
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219 
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204 
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114 
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Table 2 

Identification of Factors Obtained in Each Sample 
Elementary School Samples 









Grade 


7 










Grade 


8 






1 


0 
L 




4 


b 


0 


7 

1 


8 


9 


10 


1 1 




Ml 


M2 


M4 


B2 


B3 


Ml 


M2 


M3 


M4 


B2 


B3 


Integrative Motive 


I 


I 


III 


I 


III 


I 


I 


I 


III 


I 


III 


French Achievement 


V 


IV 


IV 




ly 


II 


III 


III 




IV 


IV 


Self-Perception of 
French Competence 


II 


1 1 


II 


II 


II 


IV 


IV 


IV 


II 


II 


II 


Language Aptitude 








IV 


V 




II 










Evai'-ation of the 
Learning Situation 


III 


\\h 


I 


III 


I 


III 


V 




I 


III 




Evaluation of the 
French Teacher 
















1 1 






V 


Evaluation 6f the 
French CourS^ 














VII 


V 






I 


Multilingual ism 




V 


V 


V 


VI 


V 












Semantic 
Differential 
























Not Labelled 


IV 










VI 


.VI 




IV 




VI 



* These numbers refer to the Table Numbers in Appendix A. 

*** 
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Table 2 (continued) 
Secondary School Samples 









Grade 


9 






Grade 10 


Grade 11 






12 


13 


14 


15 


16 


17 


18 


19 


20 


21 


22, 


23 


24 


25 


26 


27 


28 


29 


30 


31 






Ml 


M2 




Bl 


B2 


83 


Ml 


M2 


M3 


M4 


Bl ^ 


82 


83 


Ml 


M2 


M3 


M4 


81 


82 


83 




• 

Integrative Motive 


T If 

IV 


V 


r 

1 


T T T 
111 


T 
1 


T 
1 


V 


I 


I 


I 


III 


V 
I 


IV 


I 


I 


I 


I 


I 


VII 
III 


I 




French Achievefnent 


II 


VI 
III 


IV 


VI 


II 


II 


II 


VII 


II 


II 


VI 


II 


II 


II 


II 


II 


III 


VII 


I 


VIII 




Self Perception of 
French Competence 


V. 


II 


II 


II 




IV 


III 


III 


IV 


VI 


II 




V 


IV 


IV 


IV 


II 


II 




II 




Language Aptitude 






V 


IV 


IV 




VI 


II 




IV 




III 


VII 




V 






IV 


IV 


III 




Evaluation of the 
Learning Situation 


I 


I 


III 


I 


III 


III 


IV 


IV 


III 


III 


I 




I 




III 


III 




III 


II 






Evaluation of the 
French Teacher 
























IV 




III 






IV 






' IV 




PuA 1 iiA f 1 nn nf thp 

^French Course 




























V 






V 






VII 




Multilingualism 


VI 




VI 




VI 


VI 


VH 


VI 


V 




VII 






VII ' 


VI 


V 












Seniantic 
Differential 

Not Labelled 


III 


IV 


VII 


V 


V 


V 

VII 


I 


V 


VI 


V 


IV 
V 


VI 


III 
VI 


VI 


VII 


VI 
VII 


VI 


V 

VI 

VIII 


V 

VI 


V 

VI 
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Table 3 

Varimax Rotated Factor Matrix of Factors 
from Different Elementary School Samples 



Region M3 - Grade 8 
Integrative Motive 
Evaluation of the French Teacher 
French Achievement 

Self-Perceptions of French Competence 
Evaluation of the French Course 

Region Ml - Grade 7 
Integrative Motive 

Self-Perception of French Competence 
Evaluation of the Learning Situation 
fiot Labelled 
French Achievement 

Region Ml - Grade 8 
Integrative Motive 
French Achievement 

Evaluation of the Learning Situation 
Self-Perception of French Competence 
Multil ingual ism 
Not Labelled 

Region M2 - Grade 7 
Integrative Motive 

Self-Perception of French Competence 
Evaluation of the Learning Situation 
French Achievement 
Multil ingual ism 

Region M2 - Grade 8 
Integrative Motive 
Language Aptitude 
Fvench Achievement 
Self Perception of French Competence 
Evaluation of the Learning Situation 
Not Labelled 

Evaluation of the French Course 

o 

ERIC 



I 


II 


III 


IV 


V 


VI 


VII 


1 1 


. \jc 


. uo 


« ou 


. C J 


- 23 


- 01 


.94 


-.04 


-.12 


.04 


-,11 


-.13 


.16 


-.12 


.77 


.09 


.02 


-.12 


.51 


-.16 


-.05 


.16 


.95 


.12 


.07 


-.13 


.04 


.45 


-.23 


-.25 


-.34 


-.07 


-.04 


.62 


.26 


.06 


.15 


.93 


.00 


-.04 


-.10 


- ni 




84 


- 01 


38 


.10 


.12 


-95 


.03 


.02 


.14 


.05 


-.03 


.02 


.28 


.61 


.46 


.17 


.19 


.03 


-.35 


-.14 


.75 


.00 


.05 


-.07 


.43 


.27 


.20 


.10 


.09 


.93 


.07 


-.05 


-.15 


OA 

- , uo 


. 0 1 




nfi 

■ uu 


~ 01 


67 


IZ 


.97 


-.07 


-.03 


.10 


-.05 


-.01 


.01 


-.02 


.13 


.93 


.05 


-.01 


.15 


-.17 


-.11 


-.03 


-.15 


.01 


.55 


-.27 


.45 


.12 


.73 


.25 


.14 


.32 


-.10 


.06 


.39 


.01 


.05 


.89 


.04 


-.03 


-.06 


.15 


.09 


.96 


.04 


-.03 


-.06 


-.09 


.91 


.13 


.10 


.17 


.09 


-.10 


-.12 


.09 


.76 


.18 


.02 


.05 


.46 


-.21 


.12 


-.14 


-.14 


-.28 


.81 


-.04 


.07 


.26 


-.03 


.08 


.92 


.09 


-.04 


.04 


-.05 


.79 


.19 


-.09 


-.08 


.04 


-.23 


.05 


.33 


.18 


-.07 


-.06 


.78 


-.16 


.05 


.11 


.93 


.19 


.08 


.05 


.00 


.85 


.03 


.10 


.45 


.12 


.07 


-.07 


.22 


.25 


.02 


.26 


.55 


-.19 


.01 


.16 


.03 


.24 


.57 


.42 


.15 


-.30 
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Table 

Region ^W - Grade 7 

Evaluation of the Learning Situation 

Self -Perception of French Competence 

•Integrative Motive 

French Achievement 

Multilingual ism 
Region M4 - Grade 8 

Evaluation of the Learning Situation 

Self-Perception of French Competence 

Integrative Motive 

Not Labelled 
Region 83 - Grade 7 

Evaluation of the Learning Situation 

Se'if-Perception of French Competence 

Integrative Motive 

French Achievement 

Language Aptitude 

Multilingualism 
Region B3 - Grade 8 

Evaluation of the French Course 

Self-Perception of French Competence 

Integrative Motive 

French Achievement 

Evaluation of the French Teacher 

Not Labelled 
Region 82 - Grade 7 

Integrative .^tive 

Self-Perception of French Competence 
Evaluation of the Learning Situation 
Language Aptitude 
Multilingualism 
Region B2 - Grade 8 
Integrative Motive 

Self-Perception of French Competence 
Evaluation of the Learning Situation 
French Achievement 



3 (Continued) 



I 


1 1 


T t T 

I I I 


I V 


V 


W T 
Vl 




.89 


.03 


.15 


.40 


.09 


-.05 


-.10 


.01 


.08 


.96 


.05 


-.C 


.09 


-.02 


• 16 




.01 


. 96 


n ^ 
- .03 


. ID 


-.02 


,03 


Ql 

.81 


1 7 

. 1 7 


.04 


. 12 


. JO 


- .02 


-.05 


- .Ub 


. c4 


. lb 




1 n 
- . 1 u 


- . U4 


.91 


-.04 


.09 


«32 


-.07 


.03 


-.12 


. 1 3 


. 1 9 


. 11 




nn 
.00 


.p4 


n7 

- oO/ 


.23 


.04 


. 30 


.91 


1 n 
. 10 


no 

.03 


n^L 

.Ob 


.14 


.85 


.29 


.11 


.28 


n o 

• 03 


n 0 

-.03 


.89 


.03 


.00 


. 33 


-.01 


.12 


-.19 


-.02 


.20 


.86 


.12 


.14 


.17 


-.17 


.08 


-.01 


-.08 


.96 


-.06 


-.04 


.06 


-.08 


.13 


.14 


nn 

- .09 


n 7 

.07 


OO 

.88 


. 1 1 


-.13 


.83 


• 11 


no 

-.02 


n7 
.0/ 


n 0 

.03 


n£. 

- .06 


-.03 


.10 


.04 


- .2 1 


7Q 

. /o 


1 Q 
. 10 


1 1 
. 1 J 


. 52 


.05 


1 Q 

. 18 


.60 


. 2b 


n/l 

.04 


OQ 

- . Jo 


-.09 


.22 


.85 


-.09 


.19 


.13 


-.01 


.11 


-.16 


/ -.10 


.85 


-.19 


-.02 


.21 


-.35 


. 1 5 


. 1 5 


-.11 


.26 


77 


-.11 


.86 


-.08 ' 


- .26 


.14 


no 
-.09 


-.02 


. 1 1 


-.03 


. 79 


.09 


n 0 

-.03 


1 n 

.19 


nc 

- .Ob 


• 06 


.23 


.10 


.08 


.94 


.08 


-.03 


-.11 


-.11 


. 1 ,1 


.85 


.03 


-.02 


.41 


.07 


.97 


.04 


.04 


.16 


.05 


-.14 


nc 

-.05 


.15 


.79 


-.08 


.09 


-.20 


.29 


JO 


,08 


.18 


.23 


.08 


.60 


.60 


O 

".CI 


.22 


.14 


.14 


.93 


.12 


-.02 


-.06 


.02 


.29 


.86 


.20 


.27 


.09 


-.10 


.95 


-.01 


-.03 


.23 


.03 


-.05 


-.07 


-.04 


.59 


.21 


-.07 


-.06 


.72 


.03 
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Table 4 

Varimax Rotated Factor Matrix of Factors ^ 
from Different Secondary School Samples in Monolingual Areas 



"""^gion M3 - Grade 10 
\ntegrative Motive 
French Achievement 
Evaluation of the Learning Situation 
Self-Perception of French Competence 
Multilingual ism 
Not Labelled 
Region M3 - Grade 11 
Integrative Motive ^ 
French Achievement 

Evaluation of the Learning Situation 
Self-Perception of French Competence 
Multil ingual ism 
Not Labelled 
Not Labelled 
Region Ml - Grade 9 
Evaluation of the Learning Situation 
French Achievement 
Semantic Pifferential 
Integrative Motive 

Self-Perception of French Competence 
Multil ingual ism 
Region Ml - Grade 10 
Semantic Differential 
French Achievement 
Self-Perception of French Competence 
Evaluation of the Learning Situation 
Integrative Motive 
Language Aptitude 
Multi 1 ingual ism 



.92 


.05 


.0/ 


. 1 t) 


no 

.uy 




. U J 


• 02 


, C J 


. 1 1 


1 rt 




- . 1 J 


ft? 

" .0/ 


-.01 


no 


- t\JC 


• yo 




m 


-.14 


.12 


-.01 


.91 


.09 


-.07 


.07 


.01 


.24 


.44 


.10 


.12 


.31 


-.25 


.06 


-.15 


- . JO 


- .0/ 


- . J** 


.0 1 


-.11 


- nft 


.92 


. 16 


.0^ 


no 

. uy 


. u/ 


. 1 C 


n? 
.u/ 


-•01 


.40 


. 1 b 


no 


•.ID 




. 04 


.11 


.05 


-.04 


. yt) 


. uu 




- in 


.03 


-.04 


.93 


.07 


-.04 


.02 


.19 


.36 


-.20 


-.04 


.14 


.38 


.58 


-.01 


O 1 

-.21 


-.09 






- , 4y 


. 6D 


- Ifi 

-.ID 


-.25 


- .22 


,0/ 


.OJ 


A7 
.4/ 


- 07 


- 7fi 

- • tU 


.01 


no 

- .OH 


.Do 


. y4 


. 6 1 




- 1? 

-.16 


.08 


A n 

.49 




no 


-.11 


. 1 c 


77 


.39 


. 31 




. U J 


7fl 
. to 






.89 


.12 


.14 


o n 

.28 


-.13 


. 1 1 


- . lU 


.08 


-.01 


.93 


-.02 


-.07 


.00 


.11 


.04 


.09 


.00 




-.06 


.56 


.09 


.26 


,17 


-.09 


/.08 


.85 


.02 


-.23 


-.15 


.02 


-.03 


/-.23 


-.14 


-.06 


.88 


.0] 


-.02 


.90 


/ -12 


.04 


.04 


-.03 


.24 


-.05 


.07 


.93 


.03 


.02 


-.11 


.93 


-.05 


-.02 


-.01 


.11 


-.13 


.00 


.39 


.66 


.31 


.04 


-.09 


-.01 


.45 


.57 


.13 


.21 


.03 


-.10 


.60 


.01 



ERJC 
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Table 4 

Region Ml - Grade 11 

Integrative Motive 

French Achievement 

Evaluation of the French Teacher 

Self-Perception of French Competence 

Evaluation of the French Course 

Semantic Differential 

Multil itigualism 
Region M2 - Grade 9 

Evaluation of the Learning Situation 

Self -Perception of French Competence 

French Achievement 

Semantic Differential 

Integrative Motive 

French Achievement 
Region M2 - Grade 10 

Integrative Motive 

Language Aptitude 

Self -Perception of French Competence 
Evaluation of the Learning Situation 
Semantic Differential 
Multilingualism 
French Achievement 
Region M2 - Grade 11 
Integrative Motive 
French Achievement 

Evaluation of the Learning Situation 
Self-Perception of French Competence 
Language Aptitude 
Multilinguijlism 
Semantic Differential 



ERIC 



(Continued) 



.84 


.07 


.08 


-.02 


.13 


-.19 


-.11 


.13 


.30 


.09 


.03 


-.12 


-.04 


.84 


-.08 


-.13 


.05 


.84 


.09 


-.08 


-.03 


.04 


.07 


.88 


.00 


-.03 


.12 


?7 


.57 


.30- 


.04— 


- .55 


--.16 


-.2' 


-.11- 


.39 


-.01 


-.10 


.04 


.71 


-.0' 


.03 


.03 


.01 


-.18 


• 09 


-.25 


.69 


.04 


.22 


.02 


-.02 


.95 


.08 


.08 


-.04 


.10 


-.02 


.95 


-.01 ■ 


-.02 


.12 


.08 


.10 


.69 


.04 


-.07 


-.02 


.02 


.60 


.22 


.11 


-.09 


.17 


.85 


-.24 


-.17 


.93 


.07 


.12 


.22 


.03 


.21 


.00 


.02 


-.41 


.03 


-.25 


-.10 


.07 


.71 


.95 


.02 


.00 


.12 


.15 


-.01 


.10 


.09 


.71 


-.11 


-.04 


-.05 


-.05 


.42 


.17 


.04 


.86 


.08 


.06 


.13 


.11 


.17 


-.01 


.01 


.96 


-.07 


-.02 


.05 


-.04 


.04 


.07 


.23 


.80 


.11 


-.28 


.39 


.06 


.27 


.20 


-.18 


.54 


.25 


-.02 


-.05 


-.11 


.02 


.08 

1 


-.13 


.90 


.94 


.11 


.06 


.03 


.15 


.07 


-.01 


.04 


.14 


.25 


-.08 


-.26 


.08 


.81 


.22 


-.06 


-.02 


.93 


.10 


.06 


-.14 • 


-.05 


-.09 


-.89 


.03 


.25 


-.08 


-.03 


-.05 


.53 


.07 


-.21 


-.02 


-.06 


.65 


.02 


-.25 


.10 


-.11 


-.27 


.62 


-.19 


.10 


.24 


-.02 


.19 


.66 


.30 


-.38 
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Table 4 (Continued) 



Region M4 - Grade 9 
Integrative Motive 

Self-Perception of French Competence 
Evaluation of the Learning Situation 
French Achievement 
Language Aptitude 
MuUilingualism 
Semantic Differential 

Region - Grade 10 
Integrative Motive 
French Achievement 
Evaluation of the Learning Situation 
Language Aptitude 
Semantic Differential 
Self-Perception of French Competence 

Region M4 - Grade 11 
Integrative Motive 

Self -Perception of French Competence 
French Achievement 
Evaluation of the French Teacher 
Evaluation of the French Course 
Semantic Differential 



.94 


.05 


.06 


.22 


.15 


.00 


.03 


.03 


-.04 


.94 


-.09 


-.04 


-.08 


.12 


.14 


.10 


.04 


.95 


-.02 


-.01 


.00 


• UU 


a 1 H 


a JJ 


OQ 




09 


.85 

. WW 


in 


• O J 


- 1 1 
all 


HQ 


10 


- 03 


.10 

• I w 


• U 1 


- nQ 


. L 1 




- n? 


82 


00 

• WW 


• JO 


- . UD 


— . UU 


13 


ftl 


• 1 1 


- 13 


.94 


.03 


.09 


.20 


.07 


.05 


.00 


.01 


.00 


.37 


-.10 


-.06 


-.02 


.89 






n? 


96 


01 


02 


- 10 


m 


. o*t 


- 20 


- 12 


11 




13 

. I w 


1 Q 
• 1 7 


- 1 ft 




08 


86 


- 09 

• w J 


- 13 




" . uo 


ft? 


- in 




16 


18 


.89 


-.16 


.01 


-.13 


.IS 


-.15 


.04 


.03 


-.14 


.81 


-.11 


.01 


.14 


.46 


.05 


.69 


.12 


-.02 


-.10 


-.12 


.65 


.05 


.14 


-.17 


.85 


.16 


-.09 


-.13 


.74 


.22 


.15 


.43 


-.04 


.24 


.17 


.24 


.13 


.14 


.39 


.63 


.13 


-.40 
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Varimax Rotated 
from Different Secondary 
Region 81 - Grade 9 



Table 5- 

Factor Matrix of Factors 

School Samples in Bilingual Areas 



Evaluation of the Learning Situation 


.17 


-.08 


.04 


.00 


• 94 


-•12 


1 0 


Self-Perception of French Competence 


-„04 


• 85 


• 01 


.02 


.05 


- .09 


- . 32 


Integrative Motive 


.91 


-.15 


.03 


- •U J 


97 


no 
- .uy 


m 

f UI 


Language Aptitude 


-.07 


.35 


-.01 


• 88 


-.14 


.00 


n A 

.00 


Semantic Differential 


.31 


-.10 


.84 


• 09 


.03 


- .26 


.08 


French Achievement 


-.05 


.54 


-.16 


-•06 


.01 


-•03 


.52 


Region Bl - Grade 10 
















Evaluation of the Learning Situation 


.44 


-.07 


.07 


.03 


.81 


-*08 


.05 


Self-Perception of French Competence 


.08 


.93 


-.12 


.12 


-.20 


-.02 


n T 

.03 


Integrative Motive 


.92 


.17 


-^06 


-.03 


.04 


.13 


.01 


Semantic Differential 


.04 


-.23 


.82 


-•19 


-.05 


-.06 


-•06 


Not Labelled 


-.28 


-.01 


.09 


-.18 


-.11 


Tn 

• 70 


n ^ 

.03 


French Achievement 


.00\ 


.24 


.03 


• 78 


-•13 


• 11 


.37 


Multilingual ism 


.2f 


N26 


-.11 


-•34 


-•06 


-•22 


.53 


egion Bl - Grade 11 


/ 














Integrative Motive 


• 81 


• cZ 




• UU 


• JD 




-.13 


Self-Perception of French Competence 


• 03 


• 81 


• 00 


- .03 


1 n 
-• lU 


1 n 


- . c 1 


Evaluation of the Learning Situation 


-.04 


.04 


.30 


• 01 


oo 
,00 


m 


.UD 


Language Aptitude 


-.17 


-.18 


-.1 1 


.69 


-.09 


.12 


in 


Semantic Differential 


.01 


-.18 


.80 


-•03 


• 03 


1 c 

-.15 


1 a 
• 1 0 


Not Labelled 


.04 


-.15 


-.09 


-.38 


-.13 


• 65 


m 
-.01 


French Achievement 


-.09 


.74 


.05 


.41 


-.06 


.26 


.20 


Not Labelled 


.43 


-.21 


.15 


-.15 


-.10 


.18 


1 n 

.10 


Region B3 - Grade 9 
















Integrative Motive 


.85 


-.12 


.08 


.23 


.01 


.00 


-.12 


French Achievement 


-.17 


.70 


.03 


.23 


-.19 


.15 


.50 


Evaluation of the Learning Situation 


-.06 


-.13 


.12 


.02 


.94 


.06 


-.05 


Self-Perception of French Competence 


.08 


.67 


-.10 


-.22 


.07 


-.44 


-.33 


Semantic Differential 


.08 


.09 


.83 


.22 


.06 


.07 


-.22 


Multilingualism 


-.15 


.44 


-.21 


.14 


-.17 


-.08 


.02 


Not Labelled 


-.06 


.41 


-.09 


-.23 


-.01 


.44 


-.34 
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Table 5 

"•egion B3 - Grade 10 
Evaluation of the Learning Situation 
French Achievement 
Not Labelled 
Integrative Motive 

Self-Perception of French Competence 
Not Labelled 
Language Aptitude 
Region B3 - Grade 11 
Integrative Motive 

Self-Perception of French Competence 

Language Aptitude 

Evaluation of the French Teacher 

Semantic Differential 

Not Labelled 

Evaluation of the French Course 
French Achievement 
•igion - Grade 9 
Integrative Motive 
French Achievement 

Evaluation of the Learning Situation 
Language Aptitude 
Semantic Differential 
Multilingualism 
Region B2 - Grade 10 
Integrative Motive 
French Achievement 
Language Aptitude 
Evaluation of the French Teacher 
Integrative Motive II 
Semantic Differential 



inued) 



.49 


.12 


-.09 


-.07 


.80 


-.04 


-.06 


07 




- 07 


77 


. 1 1 


HQ 


'^O 
. OU 


1 7 




• 0 1 


- 01 
- . U 1 




07 


17 


. /O 


-.It 


97 


- OA 

- . UO 


1 c 
. 10 


no 
- . uy 


. cD 


n7 




01 


-♦10 


1 1 


no 


HQ 
- .Uo 


nc 
- .UD 


AO 


oo 


. 1 1 


nc 
- .Ub 


AC 


1 0 

• 1 c 


-.oy 


- . 1 J 


0*5 


.00 


. 16 


1 7 
- . 1 / 


no 
• Uo 


.55 


.17 


-.oy 




-.16 


-.29 


-.14 


-.06 


.88 


-.01 


-.0« 


-.04 


-.18 


.11 


- . 1 J 








nc 
- .Ub 


. 1 0 


nc 
.0t> 




- . lb 


.Ul 


K 1 


on 
.oU 


nA 
-.04 


T7 

-.37 








no 
- «Uc 


OA 


. 1 / 


nc 

-.Ob 




- . lU 


07 


00 
. UU 


nc 
.Ub 


OA 


no 
.Uo 








OQ 

. uo 


1 c 
. lb 


OA 

. o4 


1 7 
. 1 / 


.33 


.49 


-.01 


.41 


.19 


.22 


-.17 


OA 


. 1 J 


OC 
. Ut> 


no 

.U6 


1 Q 

. lo 


no 
- .Uo 


no 
-.Uo 




QC 


no 
- . Uo 


n7 
.U/ 


- .U4 


nc 
- .Uo 


. lo 


- . U 1 


m 


00 

. cc 


m 
-.Ul 


QC 

. yo 


.Ul 


nA 




.Uo 


nn 
. UU 


. 0 1 


.Ul 


00 
- . 0^ 


-.10 


.c 1 


no 


. yj 


n7 
- . U/ 


n7 
.U/ 


1 0 
-,1c 


1 n 
-. lU 


-.26 


-.33 


.13 


.28 


-.12 


.42 


.03 


.71. 


.18 


..25 


-.04 


.51 


-.01 


-.26 


J3 


.94 


- J2 


.00 


-.10 


-.14 


.13 


.07 


.29 


-.08 


.91 


.07 


.04 


-.09 


.01 


-.14 


.20 


.07 


.87^ 


-.16 


.20 


. .83 


^ .00 


.20 


.07 


.01 


-.11 


.39 


.00 


-.03 


.82 


-.09 


.31 


.20 


-.18 



o 
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Table 5 (Continued) 



Region B2 - Grade 11 
French Achievement 

Evaluation of the Learning Situation 

Integrative Motive 

Language Aptitude 

Semantic Differential 

Not Labelled 

Integrative Motive II 



.08 


.96 


-.07 


.08 


-.15 


-.01 


.17 


.14 


-.09 


.14 


-.05 


.94 


.03 


-.16 


.88 


.03 


.22 


-.05 


-.11 


.04 


.10 


.11 


-.12 


-.21 


.83 


.01 


-.11 


.06 


.06 


-.21 


.81. 


-.07 


.19 


-.06 


.22 


-.01 


-.05 


-.10 


.19 


.05 


.61 


-.17 


.70 


.14 


-.10 


-.09 


.23 


-.29 


-.19 



ERIC 



4[i 



Appendix A 



ERIC 



50 



Table Al Grade 7 Region Ml 



1 . 



4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 
10. 
1 1 . 
12, 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 



Spelling Clues 

Words in Sentences 

Paired Associates 

Need Achievement 

Ethnocentri sm 

French Class Anxiety 

French Canadian Attitudes 

Interest in Foreign Languages 

Instrumental 

Integrat i ve 

Parental Encouragement 
Attitudes - Learning French 
Attitudes - European French 
Motivational Intensity 
Desi re 

Orientation Index 
Behavioural Intention 
Opportunity to Use Frenph 
No. Years French^ Study 
No. Languages Spoken at Home 
No. Languages Student Speaks 
French Teacher - Evaluation 



24. 
25. 
26. 

28. 

^ * # 
30. 
31 . 



'■4. 
'.5. 
'6. 

'-7 



French 
French 
French 
French 
French 
French 
French 
Self-Rating 
Self-Rating 
Self "Rating 



Teacher - Rapport 
Teacher - Comprehensi( 
Teacher - Inspiration 



Course 
Course 
Course 
Course 



Eval uat i on 

- Difficulty 

- Utility 

- Interest 
Wr i t i ng 
Understanding 
Readi ng 
Speak i ng 

Juni or 



Self-Rating 
Vocabulary - 
Sentence Comprehensi on 
Sentence Underst andi ng 
Paragraph Comprehension 
Gender 
Grade 



I 


II 


III 


IV 


\) 


.04 


-.05 


-. 04 


.21 


. 33 


- . 03 


.07 


. 07 


. 1 0 


. 43 


.02 


-.06 


. 16 




.45 


. 21 


-.02 


. 18 


.27 




-.06 


.07 


. 00 


-.47 


-.11 


-.00 


-.21 


-.17 j 


-.55 


-. 14 


.81 


-.02 


. 03 


- . OS 


. 30 


. 80 


. 13 


. 12 


. 1 1 


. 20 


.73 


. 06 


. 1 1 


-. 19 


. 1 1 


.84 


. 08 


. 14 


. 03 


. 20 


.69 


. 16 


. 03 


- . 02 


. 1 1 


.81 


. 19 


• '2.(d 


. 30 


.10 


.74 


. 06 


. 08 


-. 17 


.29 


.71 


.24 


. 18 


. 38 


. 1 0 


.82 


.20 


m ^ 


.28 


. 10 


- . 05 


. 09 


- . 03 


. 25 


.05 


-.52 


-.09 


i» 28 


- . 35 


- . 06 


-.31 


-.21 


- .. 04 


-. 25 ■ 


-.06 


.07 


. 00 


- . 08 


■ 


.19 


. 01 


. 46 


.• 13 


-. 17 


. 03 


-.04 


.52 


, 06 


-.02 


.08 


.31 


. 06 


. 83 


. 03 


. 12 


.20 


. 16 


.81 


-.06 


.08 


1 .18 


. 13 


. 80 


\ 10 


, 15 


.47 


. 08 




. 1 1 


. 10 


.71 


. 10 


. 44 


.35 


-. 1 1 


-.20 


-.04 


-. 15 


-.46 


-.04 


. 68 


. 05 


.38 




- . 00 


. 65 


. 10 


. 43 


*Y ^ 


-. 14 


. 26 


. 61 


. 02 


. 16 


. *:)6 


. 10 




. 16 


.26 


. 12 




. 56 


- . 07 


. 24 


. 14 




. 69 


. 1 1 


. 14 


. 01 


■ 


. 25 


- . 07 


. 25 


. 48 


. 07 


• ^ 


-.11 


.02 


. 30 


. 16 


. 02 


- . 03 


- . 02 


. 25 


. 09 


. 05 


.07 


. 06 


.41 


. 08 


. 09 


. 12 


. 01 


.38 


. 19 


. 25 


. 15 


. 49 


.41 
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Table A2 5rade 7 Region M2 



1 . Spel 1 ing Clues 

2. Words in Sentences 

3. Paired Associates 
* 4. Need Achievement 

5. Ethnocentr i sm 

6. f="rench Class Anxiety 

7. French Canadian Attitudes 

8. Interest in Foreign Languages 

9. Instrumental 

10. Integrative 

11. Parental /Encouragement 

12. Attitudes - Learning French 

13. Attitudes - European French 

14. Kotivational Intensity 

15. Desire 

16. Orientation Inde;: 

17. Behavioural Intention 
13. Opportunity to Use French 
19. No. Years French Study 

\ 20. No. Languages Spoken at Home 

\ 21. No. Languages Student Speaks 

22. French Teacher - Evaluation 

23. French Teacher - Rapport 

24. French Teacher - Cdmprehensi on 
\ 25. French Teacher - Inspiration 

26. French Course - Evaluation 

27. French Course - Di-f-ficulty 

28. Frehch Course - Utility 

29. French Course - Interest 

30. Sel-f -Rating - Writing 

31. Self-Rating - Understanding 

32. Self -Rating - Reading 

33. Sel-f -Rating - Speaking 

34. Vocabulary - Junior 

35. Sentence Comprehension 

36. Sentence Understanding 

37. Paragraph Comprehension 

38. Gender 

39. Grade 



I 


I I 


I I I 


IV 


V 




-.01 


.04 


.21 


. 1 1 


. 05 


. 1 1 


. 06 


. 43 


-. 10 


.06 


- . 05 


. 15 




. OS 


. 30 


-.01 


. 09 ~ 


. 28 




.02 


-.06 


- . 30 


-.34 


-. 12 


.07 




-. 1 1 






.77 


.01 


. 10 


.01 


. 18 


. 80 


.04 


. 14 


• IS 


. 25 


.73 


-.04 


. 10 


- . 06 


. 03 


.82 


. 07 


. 15 


. 03 


.09 


.44 


.05 


-. 13 


- . 03 


- . 0 1 


.81 


. 25 


.28 


. 17 


. 1 1 


.71 


- . 05 


. 17 


. 00 


. 14 


.62 


. 26 


. 40 


no 


. 10 


.79 


'~> T 


.26 




. 12 


. 06 




. 37 


.07 


. 14 


.61 


• ^ ' 


-.12 




. 16 




-. 15 


- . 05 


.04 


-.51 


. 00 


. 15 


-. 14 


. 17 


. 16 


. 05 


. 02 


- . 0 1 


- . 00 


. 45 


. 16 


- . C) 1 


-.03 


t *^ ' 


.41 


. 43 


. 16 


.78 


. 1 1 


-.10 


. 40 


.09 


.73 


. 10 


-. 17 


. 45 


. 18 


. 65 


. 06 


- . 20 


. 45 


. 06 


.71 


. 05 


. 06 


. 68 


. 26 




. 15 


. 14 


.09 


^ #n ^ 


-.37 


-. 14 




. 69 


. 24 


.35 


. 16 


. 03 


. 63 




.55 


. 10 


.25 


. 12 


. 84 


. 14 


. 06 


. 00 


. 19 


.82 


. 12 


. 03 


. oi;) 


. 16 


. 82 


. 19 


. 18 


. 06 


. 08 


.84 


.05 


. 1 1 


. 15 


. 01 


.26 


- . 04 


. 65 


- . 1 0 


. 02 


-.17 


-.04 


-T-7 


. 1 1 


, 1 1 


. 09 


. 03 




-.02 


. 20 


. 06 


. 1 1 


.51 


. 04 


. 05 


- . 1 0 


. 05 


- . 07 


. 17 




. 43 


. 13 


. 56' 


-. 12 
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"able A3 Grade 7 Region M4 







I 


; " 1 1 


I ■ I 








1 . 


Spel 1 i ng CI ue*5 


16 


. 12 


■ 05 


. 26 




. 06 


^ • 


Words in Sentences 


15 


. 12 


. .06 


. 36 




. 08 




Paired Associates 


. 05 


. 12 


. 12 


.31 


mm 


. 04 


4. 


Need Achievement 


. 18 


-. 04 


.11 


.46 




. 0 1 


5. 


Ethnocentr ism 


is 


. 13 


. 17 


- . 40 




. 10 


6. 


French Class Anxiety a 


17 


-. 14 


. 13 


-. 37 




. I -:;' 


•7 

■t-. ' 


French Canadian Attitudes 




. 08 


. 76 


. 12 




. 01 


8. 


Interest in Foreign Languages 


. 25 


. 10 


. 82 


. 16 




. 13 


o 


Instrumental 


. 14 


r 08 


. 80 


-. 05 




. 02 


10. 


Integr at i ve 


a ' 


. 09 


.81 


.20 




. 0 1 


1 1 . 


Parental Encouragement 




. 15 


. 69 


. 06 




. 10 


12. 


Attitudes - Learning French 


. 47 


. 16 


. 69 


. 18 ' 




. 1 4 


13. 


Attitudes - European French 


. 18 


. 04 




. 06 




. 01 


14. 


Mot 1 vat-i onal Intensity *> 


.53 


. 30 


. 55 


. 28 




. 20 


15. 


Desire \^ 


. 49 




. 66 


. 16 




.19 


16. 


Orientation Index 


. 17 


- . 05 


-r . 07 


. 30 




. 0 1 


17. 


Behavi oural Intent i on 




— 


-.42 


- . 20 




. 09 


IB. 


Opportunity to Use French 


-.28 


-.13 


- . 30 


17 




. 43 


19, 


No. Years French Study 


-.09 


. 02 


.07 


. 40 




. 15 


20. 


No. Languages Spoken at Home 


-.04 


. 16 


. 04 


. 03 




. 6B 


21. 


No. Languages Student Speaks 


. 00 


. 10 


. 13 


- . 02 








French Teacher - Evaluation 


. 87 


. 12 


. 27 


. 1 1 


•~ 


. 03 




French Teacher - Rapport 


.82 


. 11 


. 2<:) 


. 03 




. 04 


24. 


French Teacher - Comprehension 


■\ 83 


. 07 


. 28 


. 10 




. 06 


25. 


French Teacher - Inspiration 


.85 


. Od 


. 26 


. 03 




. 01 


26. 


French Course - Evaluation 


.71 


. 18 


.55 


.07 




. 12 


27. 


French Course - Di-f-ficulty 


-.34 


-. 17 


- . 07 


-.03 




. 10 


28. 


French Course - Utility 


. 64 


. 15 


. 60 


. 10 




. 12 


29. 


French ^ourse - Interest 


.71 


. 13 


. 49 


.04 




. 14 


":o. 


Sel-f-r ' .ing - Writing 


. 14 


. 76 


. 06 


.04 




. 13 


31 . 


Sen-Rating - Understanding 


. 18 


. 74 


. 18 


.20 




. 16 




Sel f--Rat i ng - Reading 


. 14 


. 82 


. 03 


. 04 . 




. 15 


■— ' « 


Self-Rating - Speaking 


. IS 


. 78 


. 16 


a A. 




. 08 


34. 


Vocabulary - Junior 


. 16 


. 36 


. 38 


a 




.09 


35. 


Sentence Comprehensi on 


-. 12 


-. 04 


. 20 


. 10 




. 19 


36. 


Sentence Understanding 


. 04 


. 14 


.34 


.38 




.09 




Paragraph Comprehensi on 


00 




■ 31 


. 50 




.03 • 


rs. 


Gender 


. 04 


. 02 


. 07 


.27 




. 03 


39. 


Grade 


. (:)8 


. 38 




.36 




.01 
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Table A4 Grade 7 Region B2 







I 


I I 


I 1 1 


IV 


V 


1 . 


Spelling Clues 


- . 02 


~ . 03 


.04 


■ 


. 08 




Words in Sentences 


. 1 1 


. 14 


.07 


.38 


- . OS 




Paired Associates 


. 19 


.00 


. 02 


. 37 


. 03 




Need Achievement 


. 10 


- . 0 1 


. 11 


. 44 


.02 


u • 


Ethnocentrism 


-.03 


- . 02 


-. 1.3 


- . 40 


. 06 


6 . 


French Class Aniiiety 


.04 


12 


-. 16 


- . 03 


-.29 


7. 


French Canadian Attitudes 


.78 


. 14 


. 13 


. 13 


.07 


8. 


Interest in Foreign Languages 


.77 


.21 


. 1 1 


. 05 


. 10 


9. 


I nstrumental 


.75 


. 13 


. 05 


-.01 


15 


10. 


Integrative 


.35 


y \ 


. 12 


. 02 


-.01 


1 1 . 


Parental Encouragement 


.64 




. 06 


. 12 


- . 05 


12. 


Attitudes - Learning French 


.82 


. 17 


. 25 


. 1 0 


. 19 


13. 


Attitudes - European French 


.67 


. 12 


. 14 


. 03 


- . OZ 


14. 


Motivational Intensity 


.67 


. 17 




« ^ ^ 




15. 


Desi re 


. SO 


. 18 


OCT 


. 1 1 


. 20 


16. 


Orientation Index 


- . 00 


. 00 


. 12 


- . 20 


. 16 


17. 


Behavioural Intention 


-.56 


-. 13 


- . 09 


14 


-. 14 


18. 


Opportunity to Use French 


-.38 


-.07 


- . 05 


-.13 


- . 30 


19. 


No. Years French Study 


. 13 


.34 


-.02 


- . 06 


. 14 


20. 


No. Languages Spoken at Home 


. 14 


... 04 


- . 06 


-. 12 


. 45 


1 

4^ L m 


No. Languages Student Speaks 


. 12 


. 14 


. U 


-.11 


. 49 




French Teacher - Evaluation 




. 06 


. 84 


. 14 


.02 




French Teacher - Rapport 






. 78 


. 17 


.02 


24. 


French Teacher - Comprehension 




. 05 


. 70 


. 18 


. 04 




French Teacher - Inspiration 


. 30 


.07 


. 74 


. 01 


. 01 


26. 


French Course - Evaluation 


. 66 


. 05 


. 54 


. 02 


. 28 


27. 


French Cburse - Di-f-ficulty 


IT 


-.29 


-. 11 


. 05 


-.38 


28. 


French Course - Utility 


.-.65 


. 05 


. 39 


. 17 


. 15 


29. 


French Course - Interest 


■ 5G 


-.00 


. 55 


. 01 


.28 


30. 


Sel-f-Rating - Writing 


.12 




. 07 


. 08 


-.03 


31 . 


Sel-f-Rating - Understanding 


. 16 


. 77 


. 10 


-.02 


.20 


«— • 


SeH-Rating - Reading 


. 04 


. 79 


. 12 


- . 04 


. 04 


•J' 'J,' M 


Sel-f-Rating - Speaking 


. 19 


.67 


. 03 


-.02 


. 16 


34. 


Vocabulary - Junior 


. 16 


. 56 


-.02 


. 35 


. 38 


35. 


Sentence Comprehension 


. 05 


. 46 


-. 07 


. 28 


. 45 


36. 


Sentence Understanding 


. 13 


. 43 


. 4- 


. 31 


. 24 


37. 


r-'aragraph Comprehension 


.08 


■. 40 


- . 06 




. 56 


38. 


Gender 


-. 17 


. 09 


- . 02 


. 07 


. 18 



er|c 



54 



Table A5 Grade 7 Region B3 







I 


II 


III 


IV 




VI 


1 . 


Spelling Clues 


. 06 


. 10 


. 01 


. 01 


. 43 


-.05 


4^ m 


Words in Sentences 


-.08 


. 1 1 


. 07 


. 12 


. 56 


.06 




Paired Associates 


-.05 


-. 19 , 


-.02 


, 05 


.34 


- . 06 


4. 


Need Achi evement 


-.06 


. 12 


. 03 


. 07 


.37 


. 08 


5. 


Ethnocentr ism 


-.06 


■■ . 09 


. 06 


. 13 


- . 40 


- . 20 


6. 


French Class Anxiety 


-.27 


-.36 


. 10 




-. 12 


-. 19 


-7 

/ a 


French Canadi an Atts. 




. 20 


. 62 


-.07 


.01 


. 06 


8. 


Interest -For ei gn Lang. 


. 16 


-.01 


. 66 


. 30 


.07 


.01 


p ^ 


I nstrumental 


. 05 


-.07 


. 64 


. 13 


-. 12 


-.35 


10, 


Integrat i ve 


.26 


. 03 


. 78 


. 12 


-.03 


-.09 


1 1 . 


F'ar ent al Encouragement 


. 14 


- . 20 


. 65 


. 0<I' 


. 05 


-. 01 


12. 


Att. -Learning French 


.37 


. 34 


. 57 


16 


.02 


-.04 


13, 


Att . -European French 


. 1 1 




. 72 


. 1 0- 


■ . 07 


. 07 


14. 


Mot i vational Intensi ty 


. 46 


. 42 ' 


. 44 


-.09 


.02 


- . 02 


15. 


Des ire 


. 49 


. 27 


. 57 


-. 12 


. 14 


. 1 1 


16. 


□r i ent at i on Inde;-; 


-.13 


- . 0 1 


-.11 


-. 18 


~. 19 


. 42 


17. 


Behavi our al Intenti on 


-.44 


26 


-. 17 


. 03 


-. 04 


. 24 


IB. 


□pportuni ty-Use French 


- . 09 


-.26 


- . 03 


16 


-. 14 


-.38 


19. 


No. Years French Study 


-. 00 


. 31 


. 08 


. 15 


.09 




20 . 


No. Langs. Spoken/Home 


-.03 


- . 00 


~ . 05 


. 17 


.01 


. 45 


21 . 


No. Langs . Speaks 


. 03 


. 03 


. 05 


. 24 


.24 


. 51 




Fre. Teacher-Evaluat^n 


.89 


- . 03 


. 13 


. 10 


-.03 


- . 0 1 


.•n -r 


Fre . Teacher -Rapport 


. 84 


-. 17 


. 19 


.09 


-.08 


.04 


24 . 


Fr e . Teacher -Comp • 




-. 03 


. 20 


. 17 


-.02 


. OC) 


vJ . 


Fre . Teacher- 1 nspi r ' n 


.61 


- . 02 


. 08 


.04 


-. 18 


. 09 


26. 


Fre . Course-Eva 1 uat i on 


. 76 


. 30 


. 34 


. 06 


. 15 


- . 06 


27. 


Fre. Course- Di -f -f i cul ty 


-. 20 


-.48 


-. 12 


-.21 


-.19 


-. 06 


23. 


Fre . Cour se-Ut i 1 i ty 


. 65 


. 10 


. 29 


. 24 


.20 


-. 13 




Fre . Cour se- Interest 


. 76 


. 18 


. 31 


-.08 


-.09 


. 04 


30 . 


3-R - Writing 


. 04 


. 70 


. 00 


.04 


.04 


-. 19 


3 1 . 


S-R - Understandi ng 


- . 05 


. 68 


. 04 


. 24 


-.08 


. 26 




S-R - Reading 


-. 10 


. 65 


-.01 




. 25 


-. 14 


— ' . 


S-R - Speaking 


. 03 


. 79 


. 05 


. 16 


. 05 


. 20 


34. 


Vocabul ary-Jun i or 


. ^ 


. 27 


. 07 


t / — ' 


. 12 


. 10 


35. 


Sentence Compr ehensi on 


. 05 


. 30 


. 06 


. 75 


.01 




36. 


Sentence Under stand i ng 


. 38 


. 02 


-.01 


.31 


. 10 


11 


-'■7 


Paragraph Comp . 


. 05 


. 24 


. 14 


. 74 


.07 




38. 


Gender 


. 15 


TT 

. ■-' / 


. 06 


. 42 






39. 


Grade 


. 12 


. 41 


. 15 


. 19 


. 45 


06 



56 



/ 



Table A6 Grade. 8 Region Ml 



1. 

i.m C 



4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

B. 

9. 
10. 
U . 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17, 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21 . 



Spelling Clues 

Words in Sentences 

Pcsired Associates 

Need Achievement 

Ethnocentr i sm 

French Class Anxiety 

French Canadian Attitudes 

Interest in Foreign Languages 

^Instrumental 

Integrati ve 

Parental Encouragement 
Attitudes - Learning French 
Attitudes - European French 
Motivational Intensity 
Desi re 

Orientation Index 
..Behavioural Intention 
Opportunity to Use French 
No. Years French Study 
No. Languages Spoken at Home 
No. Languages Student Speaks 
French Teacher - Evaluation 



24. 
25. 
26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 
31 . 



34. 
35. 
36. 
37. 
38. 
39. 



French 
French 
French 
French 
French 
French 
French 
Sel -f "Rati ng 
Sel-f-Rati ng 
Sel -f -Rati ng 
Sel -f -Rati ng 



Teacher - Rapport 
Teacher - Comprehensi( 
Teacher - Inspiration 
Course 
Course 
Course 
Course 



- Evaluation 

- Di-f-ficulty 

- Uti 1 i ty 

- Interest 
Wr i t i ng 
Understandi ng 
Readi ng 
Speak i ng 

Juni or 



Vocabulary - 
Sentence Comprehension 
Sentence Understanding 
Paragraph Comprehension 
Gender 
Grade 



I 


II 


III 


IV 


V 


V! 


. 16 


. 17 


-.08 


. 20 


- . 20 


.07 


. 03 


.38 


. 04 


. 07 


. 15 




.01 


.38 


-.01 




.01 


. 30 


. 10 


. 10 


. 06 


. 05 


- . 05 


.51 


-. 16 




-.09 




. 12 


-.35 


. 1 1 


-.21 


0"? 




-. 19 


-.52 


. 72 


. 1 1 


. 1 1 


.04 


-. 16 


- . 09 


.74 




- . 0 1 


. 09 


. 04 


. 24 


. 66 


.05 


. 05 


. 14 


-.06 


-.01 


. 78 


.26 


. 18 


- . 00 


-.02 


. 03 


. 38 


.01 


. 05 


. 0 1 


-.31 


. 17 


. 74 


.04 


. 30 




. 12 


. 14 


. 56 


■ ^ ' 


.04 


-. 03 


.09 


-.01 


. 68 


-.02 


. 14 


. 28 


. 05 


.38 


. 73 


.09 


.21 


.25 


. 1 1 




-.01 


-.09 ■ 


. 03 


-.02 


. 18 


.26 


-.39 


-.35 


-.07 


-. 16 


-. 27 


- . 06 


-.24 


- . 08 


. 01 


-. 16 


. 05 




-. 19 


.09 


-.07 


. 00 


. 29 


. 10 


. 07 


. 14 


. 03 


- . 02 


. 65 


. 09 


. 15 


.25 


-.01 


. 08 


.38 


-.06 


. 18 


. 16 


. 86 


. C) 1 


. 02 


.04 


. 14 


. 06 


. 85 


-.02 


-.02 




1 .10 


. 15 


. 77 


. 06 


-. 12 


.01 


. 30 


-.09 


. 73 


. 03 


.07 


- . 06 


. 65 


- . 03 


. 49 


. 28 


. 27 


. 0 1 


-. 15 


-.31 


- . 03 


-.27 


-.44 


-. 19 


. 63 


. 02 


. 44 


. 17 


. 06 


- . 02 


.54 


-. 13 


. 47 


. 29 


. 42 


- . 05 


■ Jim ^ 




. 08 


. 76 


. 02 


. 03 


. 08 




. 15 


. 76 


. 1 0 


■ ^ 


. 18 


t vJ 


- . 06 


. 71 


- . 06 


. 00 


. 16 


. 08 


. 03 


. 78 


.04 


. 16 


. 13 


. 65 


. 18 


. 37 


. 09 


. 06 


. 06 


.56 


- . 0 1 


. 30 


-.01 


-.01 


. 08 


.53 


. 06 


. 06 


. 07 


. 02 


.20 


. 60 


- . 00 


. 20 




.13 


. 04 


. 15 


. 02 


. 21 


. 04 


- 0'^ 


. 15 


.56 


. 08 


. 37 


. 18 





ERIC 



5b' 



Table A7 Grade 8 Region M2 



I 



1 . 


Spelling Clues 


~ . 05 




Words in Sentences 


. 14 




Pai red Assoc i ates 


- . 07 


4. 


Need Achi evement 


. 18 


5. 


Ethnocentr i sm 


.07 




French Class Anxiety 


. 12 


7 ^ 


French Canadian Atts. 


.81 


8. 


Interest-Forei gn Lang . 


.62 


9 ^ 


I nst rufnent al 


.69 




Intearati ve 


.69 


1-1 . 


Parental Encouragement 


.51 


12. 


AJ:t . -Learning French 


.60 


13. 


Att . -European French 


.81 


- 14. 


Mot i vat i on a 1 Intensity 


. 52 


15. 


Des ire 


. 62 


16. 


Or i en tat i on I ndex 


.08 


17. 


Behavi oural Intent i on 


-.53 


18. 


□pportuni ty-Use French 


-. 16 


19. 


No. Years French Study 


. 02 


20. 


No. Langs. Spoken/Home 


. 16 


2 1 . 


No. Langs. Speaks 






Fre . Tea\)ner -Eval uat ' n 






Fr e - Teacher "-Rapport 


. 27 


24. 


Fre. Teacher-Comp . 




25. 


Fre. Teacher-Inspir ' n 


. 42 


26. 


Fre. Course-Evaluation 


.41 




Fre. Course-r ■ -f -f i cul ty 


19 


28. 


Fre. Course-Lui 1 i ty 


. 45 


. ' . 


Fre. Course-Interest 


. 50 


30 . 


S-R - Writing 


. 15 


31. 


S-R - Understanding 


. 25 


■J' . 


S-R - Reading 


. 17 


— r 

Ji * a 


S-R - Spea^::ing 


. 1 0 


34, 


Vocabul ary-Juni or 


. 12 


35. 


Sentence Comprehension 


. 06 


36. 


Sentence Understanding 


.01 


37. 


Paragraph Comp . 


. 02 


38. 


Gender 


. 16 


39. 


Grade 


. 1 1 



II 


I ! I 




V 


VI 


VI I 


. 45 


. 30 


. 10 


-.11 


. 08 


. 0 1 


.69 


, 10 


. 02 


-. 15 


.07 


-. 1 1 


. 64 


. 05 


. 1 1 


- . 06 


-. 14 


-.05 


- . 00 


. 10 


. 12 


. 17 


.53 


. 10 


-.51 


. 02 




- . 09 


-.25 


. 10 


-.44 


- . 05 


-.36 


-.23 


-. 14 




- . 0 1 


-.01 


. 17 


.35 


. 13 


.01 


- . 05 


. 15 


. 09 


.40 


.36 


. ^ ' 


-.00 


.09 






-. 14 


.27 


-. 02 


-. 02 


.29 


.43 


. 13 


. 16 




. 08 


-.01 


. 09 


. 18 


. 16 


. 09 


. 06 


. 37 


.45 


. 18 


.31 


.01 


- . 06 


. 04 




.09 


-.02 


•. 13 


. 13 


.21 


. 46 


. 43 


.24 


. 1 1 


. 


. 17 


. 50 


. 31 


. 29 


. 07 




. 03 


. 15 


.54 


-.09 




-. 19 




- . 30 


-.08 


-.28 


. 28 


-.01 




-.26 


-.20 


-.53 


~ . (■.)6 






. 14 


--.14 


-.25 


-. 05 


- . 00 


. 02 


.02 


. 18 


.25 




. 16 


. 17 


. 03 


. 44 


.26 


-.03 


. 14 


.09 


.86 


.09 


- . 06 


-. 13 


. 03 


. 13 


. 88 


. IC 




- . 05 


. 25 


. 06 


-7-7 


.20 


-\l5 


-. 12 


. 14 


. 06 


. 80 


. 15 


. 06 


. 08 


. 14 


. 15 


.72 


. 17 


. 40 


- . 20 


-.21 




-.47 


. 1 1 


-. 46 


. 14 


. 18 


. 19 


.58 


. 08 


.40 


-.01 


. 13 


. 19 


.59 




. 43 


•. IB 


. 01 


. 72 


.08 


. 15 


. 10 


. 14 




. 74 


. 1 1 


-.04 ' 


. 12 


. 13 


. 10 


. 67 


. 19 


. 06 


-.02 


-. 04 


.26 


. 72 


. 03 


. 1 1 


. 03 




. 74 


.26 




.04 


-.06 


•-. 15 


. 57 


. 20 


. 03 


. 16 


. 13 


. 19 


. 66 


. 01 


. 07 


.01 


-.04 


. 21 


. 75 


. 06 


. 18 


. 03 


. 03 


- . 07 


- . 06 


-.01 


- . 05 


■ -.09 


.41 


. 5B 


. 43 


. 2S 


. 1 1 


-.06 


.09 



5/ 



Table AS Grade 8 



Region M3 







I 




II 


1 1 I 


IV 




V 


1 . 


Spelling Clues 


-.10 


m 


01 


.36 


. 1 1 


• 


16 




Words in Sentences 


-.01 




08 


. 54 


. 01 


• 


00 


3 • 


Paired Associates 


. 08 


■ 


02 


.51 


. 13 




09 


4. 


Need Achievement 


. 35 


m 


16 


. 28 


.07 


■ 


18 


5. 


Ethnocentr i sm 


- . 20 


w 


14 




-.02 


■ 


1 2 


6. 


French Clasps Anxiety 


. 07, 


■ 


00 


- . 30 


- , 30 


■ 


29 


7. 


French Canadian Attitudes 


. 76 


■ 




- . 02 


. 14 




14 


8. 


Interest in Foreign Languages 


. 79 


« 


08 


. 1 1 


. 14 


• 


04 


9. 


Instrumental 


.71 


-* 


07 


. 10 


. 08 




01. 


10. 


Integr at i ve 


. 85 


fl 


10 


. 10 


. 06 


■ 


10 


1 1 . 


Parental Encouragement 


.61 


fl 


07 


»20 


. 12 


■ 


10 


12. 


Attitudes - Learning French 


. 80 


a 


20 


. 1 1 


. 14 


8 


33 


13. 


Attitudes - European French 


. 70 


• 


16 


-.10 


.09 




1 1 


14. 


Motivational Intensity 


. 62 


■ 


12 


. IB 




• 


4 1 


15. 


Desire 


. 75 


■ 


10 


. 1 1 


.25 


■ 


39 


16. 


Orientation Index 


. 20 




10 


-.04 


. 08 


■ 


04 


17. 


Behavioural Intention 


-. 42 


■ 


02 


- . 36 






25 


18. 


Opportunity to Use French 


-.27 


• 


17 


. 05 


— '?o 


• 


06 


19. 


No. Years French Study 


. 15 


■ 


10 


.25 


. 12 


• 


05 


20. 


No. Languages Spoken at Home 


. 15 




01 


-.04 


- . 0 1 


■ 


34 


1 


No. Languages Student Speaks 


. 28 


■ 


18 


. 06 


. 14 


• 


00 
08 




French Teacher - Evaluation 


. 21 


■ 


91 


-.03 


. 03 


• 


'~} 'T 
^ *** . 


French Teacher - Rapport 


. 12 


■ 


87 


- . 09 


.01 


■ 


10 


24. 


French Teacher - Comprehension 


. 14 


• 


87 


. 04 


-.01 


• 


04 


25. 


French Teacher - Inspiration 


.29 




78 


- . 08 


-.07 


• 


16 


26. 


French Course - Evaluation 


. 57 




31 


. 05 


. 13 


• 


61 




French Course - Di-f-ficulty 


15 


■ 


03 


-.29 


-.20 


• 


47 


28. 


French Course - Utility 


. 59 


■ 


27 


. 19 


. 1 0 


■ 


49 


29. 


French Course - Interest 


.51 


■ 


36 


-.03 


. 05 


■ 


63 


30. 


Sel-f-Rating - Writing 


. 24 


■ 


05 


-.02 


.75 


• 


09 


31 . 


Self-Rating - Understanding 




■ 


00 


. 13 


.78 


• 


02 


«i> ■ 


Sel-f-Rating - Reading 




^ « 


06 


. 03 


.79 


• 


04 




Sei-f -Rating - Speaking 


. 16 


■ 


01 


. 05 


.31 


■ 


08 


34. 


Vocabulary - Junior 


. 01 




02 


.56 


. 20 




08 


35. 


Sentence Comprehension 


. 02 




06 


.34 


1 1 




01 


36. 


Senter.L.e Understanding 


. 05 




01 


.54 


-.08 


• 


03 


37. 


Paragraph Comprehension 


.07 




09 


.56 


-.09 




14 


38. 


Gender 


. 11 


t 




. 30 


-- . 0 1 


■ 


06 


39. 


Grade 


. 14 


• 


17 


. 56 


.48 


■ 


17 



ERIC 
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Table A9 



Grade B Region M4 



1 . 



4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 
10. 
1 1 . 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21 . 



:6. 
:7. 
:8. 

19. 

:.o. 
'1 . 



34. 
35. 
36. 
37. 
38. 
39. 



3pel 1 ing CI ues 

Words in Sentences ^ 

Paired Associates 

Need Achievement 

Ethnocentr i sm 

French Class Anxiety 

French Canadi an ' Att i tudes 

Interest in Foreign Languages 

Instrumental 

Integrative 

Parental Encouragement 
Attitudes - Learning French 
Attitudes - European French 
Motivational Intensity 
Desire 

Orientation Index 
Behavioural Intention 
Opportunity to Use French 
No. Years French Study 
No. Languages Spoken at Home 
No. Languages Student Speaks 
French Teacher - Evaluation 
Teacher - Rapport 
Teacher - Comprehension 
Teacher - fnspiration 
Course - Evaluation 
Course - Di-f-ficulty 
Course - Utility 
Course - Interest 
Wr i t i ng 
Understandi ng 
Readi ng 
Speak i ng 
Juni or 



French 
French 
French 
French 
French 
French 
French 



Sel-f-Rating - 

Self -Rat ing ~ 

Sel-f-Rating - 

Sel-f-Rating - 
Vocabul ary 



Sentence Comprehension 
Sentence Understanding 
Paragraph Comp, ■'■ension 
Gender 
Grade 



I 


II 


III 


IV 


. 15 


-. 16 


-.03 




. 09 


. 2B 


. 10 


. 34 


.04 


. 19 


. 12 


. 43 


. 09 


. 02 


. 15 


. 42 


, 02 


. 02 


. 04 


-.53 


.02 


- . 0"9 


-.01 


- . 53. 


.09 


. 10 


.78 




. 24 




. 80 


. 1 1 


. 18 




.80 


-. 15 


.21 ' 


. 10 


.85 


. 12 


. 12 ■ 


. 18 


.69 


-.04 


.35 


. 27 


.76 


. 19 


. 19 


. 08 


.73 


.07 


. 46 




. 64 


. 26 


. 40 


.27 


.74 


. 20 


. 10 


-. 15 


. 06 


.09 




-.37 


-.51 


-. 12 


. 15 


-.27 


-.47 


-. 17 


. 20 


. 14 


. 1 1 


.05 


. 14 


. 13 


. 17 


. 13 


. 00 


. 17 


. 16 


p ^ A- 


. 83 


,. 18 


.34 


. 16 


. 80 


. 19 


.34 


. 00 


.70 


. 19 


. 30 


. 06 


.&2 


. 17 


.37 


.01 


. 7C 


■ • 


.51 


. 07 


. 14 


- . 40 


-.31 


-.28 


. 59 


. 34 


.56 


. 13 


. 71 


. 24 


.48 


. 07 


. 18 


.61 


. . 44 


. 05 


. 14 


. 66 


.35 


.20 


. 08 


. 60 


. 46 


. 18 


. 15 


. 63 


.33 




. 24 


. 63 


.27 






. 43 


.09 


-.05 




. 48 


.05 


. 19 


-.05 


• >J A* 


.24 


. 1 1 


. 13 


. 49 


. 03 


.04 


. 07 


.41 


. 14 


. 47 



ERIC 
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\ 



t 



\ 

Table AlO Grade 8 Region BZ 



1 . 



4. 

^ . 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 
10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
•^0. 
Jl . 



O • 

24. 
25. 
26. 
27. 
23. 
29. 
30. 
31 . 



34. 
3S. 
36. 
37. 
38. 



Spelling Clues 

Words in Sentences 

pa i red Assoc i at es 

Need Achievement 

Ethnocentrism 

French Class Anxiety 

French Canadian Attitudes 

Interest in Foreign Languages 

Instrumental 

Integrat i ve 

Parental Encouragement 
Attitudes - Learning French 
Attitudes - European French 
Moti vational Intensi ty 
Desire 

Or i en tat 1 on Index 
Behavioural Intent i on 
Opportunity to Use French 
No. Years French Study 
No. Languages Spoken at Home 
No, Languages Student Speaks 
French Teacher - Evaluation 
Teacher - Rapport 
Teacher - Comprehension 
Teacher - Inspiration 
Course - Evaluation 

- Di "f -f i cul ty 

- Utility 

- Interest 

• Writing 
■ Understanding 
- Reading 

• Speaking 
Juni or 



French 
French 
French 
French 
French 
French 
French 
Sel-f-Rat ing 
Sel f -Rat ing 
Sel-f -Rating 
SeH-Rating 
Vocabul arv - 



Course 
Course 
Course 



Sentence Comprehension 
Sentence Understanding 
Paragraph Comprehension 
Gender 



I 


I I 


I I I 


IV 


-. 14 


^ 1 


. Oij 


. 29 


. 02 


. 07 


. 09 


. 37 


.09 


. 06 


. 14 


.54 


. 24 


. 26 


. 07 


. 03 


-. 13 


-.31 


.01 




-.24 


-.44 


-.04 


-. 1 1 


. 76 


. 04 


. 19 


. IB 


. 75 


. 20 


. 23 


. 09 


.69 


. 13 


. 12 


. 08 


. 80 


. 08 




. 04 


. 67 


. 12 


- . 05 


. 02 


. 77 


. 30 


.41 


. 13 


.71 


. 01 


. 18 


. 10 


. 62 


. 45 




. 09 


. 73 




.25 


. 11 


. 14 


. 1 1 


. 04 


. 04 


-.39 


-.29 


-.13 


-. 15 


-.29 


- . 34 


~. 12 


- . 07 


. 02 




- . 06 


. 25 


-.01 


.21 


- . 02 


. 05 


. 19 


. 17 


. 18 


. 08 




- . 03 


. 86 


. 13 


. 24 


- . 08 


■ .81 


. 05 


. 14 


- . 0(") 


. 80 


. 18 


.27 


. 1 0 


.81 


. 04 


. 62 


. 25 


. 60 


. 09 


-. 19 


-.47 


- . 07 


-. 14 


.57 


. 16 


.51 


. 13 


.52 


.26 


.58 


. '■.) 1 


. 16 


. 73 


. 09 


. 16 


.24 


.65 


.04 




. 13 


. 80 


. 03 


. 20 




.75 


. 03 


. *^ 


• 




. 03 


. 74 


. 08 


.27 


. 01 


.61 


. 1 0 


- . 02 


. 12 


. 49 


. 18 


.21 


- . 06 


. 75 


. 03 


. 1 1 


. 08 


. 41 



ERIC 
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Table All Grade B Region B3 



6. 
7. 

a. 

9. 
10. 

11. 

12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20 . 
21 . 

24. 
25. 
26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 
31. 



34. 
35. 
36. 
37. 
38. 
39. 



Spel ling CI ues 
Words in Sentences 
Paired Associates 
Need Achievement 
Ethnocentr i sm 
French Class Anxiety 
French Can ad i an Att s. 
Interest-Foreign Lang . 
Instrumental 
Integrat i ve 

Parental Encouragement 
Att . -Learni ng French 
Att. -European French 
Moti vational Intensity 
Desi re 

Orientation Index 
Behavi oural Intenti on 
Opportunity-Use French 
No. Years .French Study 
No. Langs. Spo^ien/Home 
No. Langs. Speaks 
Fre. Teacher-Evaluat ' n 
Fre. Teacher -Rapport 
Fre . Teacher -Comp . 
Fre. ^ eacher-Inspi r ' n 
Fre. Course-Eval uat ion 
Fre. Course-Dif ^ iculty 
Fre. Course-Uti 1 ity 
Fre. Course- Interest 
S-R - Writing 
S-R - Understanding 
S-R - Readi ng 
B-R - Speaking 
Vocabul ary-Juni or 
Sentence Comprehension 
Sentence Understanding 
Paragraph Comp. 
Gender 
Grade 



I 


II 


III 


IV 


V 


VI 


.02 


.07 


-.11 


. 09 


-. 1 1 


. 26 


-. 17 


.07 


.04 


. 16 


.13 


.43 


-. 15 


. 1 1 


-.02 


.35 


-. 16 


. 28 


. 08 


.04 


.07 


.02 


-.01 


. 47 


-. 17 


.01 


. 26 


. 19 


- . 02 


-.54 


-.01 


— . 62 


. 30 


. 13 


-.01 


-. 10 


.25 


.09 


7 A 


- . 05 


.09 


. 02 


.54 


- . 05 


.26 


.24 


. 05 


.20 


. 09 


-. 17 


.71 


. 1 1 


. 1 1 


-.13 


.29 


-. 12 


.67 


. 12 




.07 


. 14 


- . 09 


. 80 


- . 09 


. 15 


-.13 


. 65 


. 15 


.54 


.02 


.21 


-. 1 1 


.27 


-. 12 


.43 


. 09 


. 18 


. 18 


. 55 


.35 




. 15 


-.03 


. 05 


. 70 


. 34 


. 40 


. 08 


. 03 


. ':)3 


.20 


.04 


-.34 


.01 


. 05 


. 07 


-.20 




-.45 


. 01 


-. 14 


. 04 


-.26 


-.39 


-. 18 


-. 14 


.07 


-. 19 


-.10 


.53 


, 05 


. 13 


. 12 


-. 19 


. 18 


.09 


-.14 


.37 


-. 1 1 


.26 


-.00 


. 16 


. 1 1 


. 47 


. 04 


- . 02 


.37 


-.03 


.27 


-.03 


. 77 


. 08 


. 19 


-.06 


. 09 


-. 1 1 


.81 


.09 


.21 


- . 08 


.30 


-. 12 


.69 


~. 13 


.55 


-.02 


. 18 


-.04 


.55 


-.21 


.81 


- . 05 


. 13 


. 12 




. 08 


-.54 


-.28 


. 06 


.01 


-. 1 1 


-. 16 


.48 


-. 13 


.36 


.04 




. 30 


. 76 


. 0 1 


. 03 


. 1 1 


. 24 


-. 1 1 


. 1 1 


.74 


-.04 


. 1 1 




.02 


. 10 


.72 


-.01 


.27 


27 


. 14 


. 17 


.79 


. 0 1 


. 18 


-.04 


. 16 


. 12 


.78 


-.04 


. 20 


-.05 


. 04 


.31 


. 19 


- . 08 


.65 


-. 19 


. 02 


. 04 


. 16 


. 17 


. 76 


. 01 


-.01 


-.02 


.20 


-. 1 1 


. 1 5 




. 15 




. 14 


-.05 


.77 


-. 10 


. 10 


-. 12 


.56 


-.02 


. 42 


. 16 


.21 


. 27 


.39 


-.03 


. 34 


. 09 


. 47 



ERJ.C 
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Table A12 Grade 9 Region M; 



1. 

^ 

3. 

4. 

5.- 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 
10. 
1 1 . 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
.16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21 . 



Z4. 
25. 
Z6. 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 
31 . 



34. 
35. 
36. 
37. 
38. 
39. 
40. 
4i. 
42. 
43. 



Spelling Clues 
Words in Sentences 
Paired Associates 
Need Achievement 
Ethnocentr i sm 
French Class Anxiety 
French Canadian Atts. 
Interest-Foreign Lang. 
Instrumental 
Integrat i VB 

Parental Encouragement 
Att . -Learning French 
Att. -European French 
Motivational Intensity 
Desire 

^Orientation Index 
Behavioural Intention 
Opportunity-Use French 
No. Years French Study 
No. Langs. Spoken /Home 
No. Langs. SpealsS 
Pre. Teacher-Evaluat ' n 
Pre. Teacher-Rapport 
Pre. Teacher-Comp. 
Pre. Teacher-Inspir ' n 
Pre. Course-Evaluation 
Pre. Course-Difficulty 
Pre. Course-Utility 
Pre. Course-Interest 
S-R - Writing 
S-R - Understanding 
S-R - Reading 
S-R - SpeaJang 
CATF - Vocabulary 
CATF - Grammar 
CATF - Comp. 
Aural Paragraph Comp. 
Aural Sentence Complet'n 
Grade 

Pre. Canadian-Evaluat' n 
Myself - Evaluation 
European Pre. -Eval uat ' n 
Eng. Canadian-Evaluat ' n 



I 


II 


I I I 


T 1 J 

I V 


1 1 
V 


T 

V 1 


.08 


.59 


. 05 


. 04 


. U5 


- . U*: 


-. 14 


. 46 




. 21 




. Uj 


-.06 


. 46 




. 14 




• U*t 


. C)9 


. 18 


. 33 


. 05 


. 06 




.02 


• 0» I 


39 


04 


. U :-' 


- . 1 


-.01 


-. 52 


12 




'y A 


— . L'U 


. 04 


. 03 


• 58 


. 52 


- . uu 


4 4 
. 1 1 


. 1 1 


. 18 




. 72 




. U*t 


-.01 


- . 00 








. oU 


. 14 


. 1 1 




. 72 


. 1 3 




. 05 


-.01 


■ 


. 41 


. 0*1 


^ A 


. 15 




. 15 




. 1 D 




. 13 


-.11 


. 67 




uu 


• (J 6 


. 20 


. 17 




. 7 1 


. *iU 




. 16 


. 10 




. 79 


. 1 0 




- . 05 


. 20 


. 28 


. 18 


-.16 




-.04 


-.36 


. 09 


29 


— . Ut 


• *:U 


- . (:)B 


-.21 


- . 09 


25 


4 0 
-.19 


1 Q 
- . 1 b 


- . 03 


. 18 


. 05 


- . 06' 


. 0.4 


- . U 


-.01 


. 04 


. 14 


. 06 


• U6 




-.08 


. 29 


-.10 


. 21 


. 19 


AA 

. 4U 


.82 


. 05 


. 16 


. 16 


4 4 
. 1 1 




.71 


. 04 


. 19 


4 c 

, 15 


. Ut 


. Uo 


. 75 


. 07 


. 13 


. 14 


. U9 


• 


. 78 


- . 09 


-.01 


. 31 


4 4 
. 1 1 


r» 1 
. <J 1 


. 49 


. 05 


. 0 1 


. 74 


. U4 




.02 


-.58 


-.02 


IB 


• - J' 


- . < J 1 


.41 


. 13 


. 14 


. 70 


- . (.)(.) 


. U -' 


.52 


-. 12 


- . (:)5 


. 66 


Uo 


A 


. 18 


. 14 


- . 06 


. 24 


. 66 




. 09 




-. 12 




•7 c; 


t (") 


. 15 


. 12 


- . 05 


. 13 


.68 


.08 


.09 


. 16 


-.02 


.20 


.81 


- . 04 


- . 02 


.57 


-. 1-5 


. 03 


. 08 


. 12 


.01 


.51 


. 03 


-,10 


. 08 


. 12 


. 12 


. 30 


- . 07 


-. 15 


. 07 


- . 03 


.06 




- . 04 


-.03 


.02 


. 12 


. 01 


■ C>6 


. 1 1 


. 15 


. 18 


. 03 


-.01 


.62 


.'04 


. 19 


.29 


-.06 


. 20 


.01 


.70 


.20 


-.07 


. 12 


.47 


.09 


.21 


. 11 


. 16 


-.25 


. 33 


- . 08 


.69 


. 1 1 


- . 03 


. 07 


.44 


-. 1 1 


. 44 


.06 


-.07 


-. 16 



ERIC 



62 





Table A13 


Grade 


9 


Regi an 












I 


II 


1 1 1 




V 




1. 


Spell ing Clues 


-.07 


. 06 


.38 


- . ( J 1 


- . Oh 






Words in Sentences 


-.06 


-.05 


. 6 1 


. U5 


. (.'5 


— . 1 


3 . 


Paired Associates 


. 05 


- . 07 


. 61 


. 1 1 


. 1 1 


1 1 


4. 


Need Ach i evement 


. 14 


. 16 


. .^5 


11 ^ 


. 30 


— . 1 .J' 


5. 


Ethnocentr i sm 


.04 


. 16 


-.47 


-.08 


- . 07 


4 

p 17 


6. 


French Class Anxiety 


-.01 


-.37 


35 


04 






7. 


French Canadi an Atts. 


. 10 


- . 05 


. 06 


. 50 


. 6^-5 




8. 


Interest-Foreign Lang. 


. 09 


. 16 


. 30 


. 18 


. 77 


m K'^J 


9. 


Instrumental 


.21 


. 10 


. 01 


. 16 






10. 


Integrative 


. 10 


. 08 


. 03 
-.04 


■ 


. 73 


. 06 


11. 


Parental Encouragement 


-.01 


. 13 


. 09 


. 54 


4 

M 18 


12. 


Att . -Learni ng French 


. 45 




. 19 


. 04 


. 74 




13. 


Att . -European French 


. 19 


-.02 


. 12 


. 56 


. 45 


. U7 


14. 


Mot i vat i onal Intensi ty 


.36 


. 24 


. IB 


. 16 


. 70 


4 ^ 
-.12 


15. 


Desire 


"T ^7 


. 13 


. A.. 


. 15 


. 77 


- . 12 


16. 


Or i en tat ion IndeK 


- . 00 


. 08 




. 26 


. 24 




17. 


Behavi oural Intent i on 




-. 19 




. 19 


-.45 


-.11 


IB. 


Opportunity-Use French 


- . 05 


-. 15 


-. 12 


-. 14 


-.39 


-. 13 


19. 


No. Years Frenrh RfiiHv 


-.19 


. 77 


. 04 


. 01 


. 09 


. 24 


20. 


No. Langs. Spoken/Home 


. 03 


. 13 


-.03 


-.25 


. 26 


. 25 


21. 


No. Langs. Speaks f 


. 10 


. 13 


-.02 


-. 20 


. 36 


.31 




Fre. Teacher-Eval uat ' n 


. 88 


.05 


- . 05 


. 18 


. 13 


. 02 


23. 


Fre. Teacher-Rapport 


.81 


-.01 


- . 09 


. ^ — 


. 17 


- . 02 


24. 


Fre. Teacher-Comp. 


. 72 


-.02 


. 07 




. 20 


. 07 


25. 


Fre. Teacher- I nspir' n 


.75 


- . 00 


. 02 


. 17 


. 30 


. 0 1 


26. 


Fre. Course-Eval uati on 


. 67 


. 18 


. 1 1 


. 06 


. 62 


- . 02 


27. 


Fre. Course-Di -f -f i cul tv 


-. 18 




-.17 


. 1 1 


-. 08 


-.12 


28. 


Fre. Course-Ut i 1 i ty 


. 40 


. ^ 


. 09 


. 10 


. 70 


- . ^) 1 


29. 


Fre. Course- Interest 


.66 


. 1 1 


. 04 


. 05 


. 58 


- . 09 


30. 


S-R - Writing 


.07 


.59 


. 16 


. 18 


. 21 


. Cm J 
. 14 


31. 


S-R - Understanding 


. 08 


. 79 


-. 14 


- . 02 


. 17 




S-R - Reading 


- . 05 


.68 


. 04 


. 02 


. 17 






S-R - Speaking 


. 06 


m 1 ' 


-.07 


. 07 


. 15 


. IZ.' 


34. 


CATF - Vocabulary 


- . 04 




C. A 


— 1 f\ 
— . iv 




S 1 


35. 


CATF - Grammar 


.09 


. 1 1 


. SC) 


-.04 


. 15 


. 28 


36. 


CATF - Comp. 


- . 00 


.09 


.25 


. 02 


. 04 


.39 


37. 


Aural Paragraph Comp. 


-.01 


.05 


. 10 


. 03 


. 08 


.54 


38. 


Aural Sent Compl et ' n 


. 08 


.08 


. 45 


. 19 


. IB 




39. 


Grade 


.29 




.62 


-.02 


. 16 


.06 


40. 


French Can-Evaluat ' n 


.76 


-.09 


- . 05 


. 73 


. 35 


. 1 1 


41. 


Myself - Evaluation 


.32 


.27 


.25 


. 39 


. 17 


— . 26 


42. 


Europe Fre. -Eval uat ' n 


. 40 


09 


. 02 


. 73 


. 21 


.01 


43. 


Eng. Can-Evaluat ' n 


.25 


. 18 


. 16 


.69 


. 10 


-.13 



ERIC 



63 



Table A14 Grade 9 Region M4 







I 


11 


I 1 1 


IV 


V 


VI 


VII 


1 . 


Spel 1 i ng CI ues 


.01 


- . 0 1 


. 01 




.36 


-. 15 


. 00 




Words in Sentences 


. 12 


.10 


. 06 


. 31 


. 42 


-. 18 


- . 07 




Paired Associates 


. 00 


-.05 


. 03 


. 09 


. 40 


- . 06 


. 0 1. 


4. 


Need Achievement 


.25 


. 19 


. 19 


. 03 


.54 


-.03 


- . 00 


cr 


Ethnocentr ism 


17 


. 03 


-.08 


. 09 


-.58 


-.08 


. 04 


6. 


French Class Anxiety 




-.24 


-. 03 


-.36 


-.28 


-.03 


. 01 


y _ 


French Can ad i an Atts . 


.84 


. 02 


. 05 


.03 


. 1 1 


- . 02 


. 12 


8. 


Interest-Foreign Lang. 


. 78 


. 16 


. 21 


. 02 


. 13 


. 10 


. 03 


9. 


Instrumental 


-7-T 


. 13 


-. 00 


- . 02 


-. 18 


-.08 


- , 20 


10. 


Integrat i ve 


. 35 


. 13 


. 05 


. 03 


. 05 


-.04 


. 01 


1 1 . 


Parental Encouragement 


. 49 


. 09 


-. 10 


- . 02 


. 06 


-.14 


. 10 


12. 


Att . -Learning French 


.81 


. 04 


. 36 


. 20 


. 09 


. 06 


- . 04 


13. 


Att . -European French 


. 75 


. 10 


. 06 


-. 03 


. 12 


-. 18 


. 21 


14, 


Mot i vat i on/A 1 In ten si ty 


. 64 


. 18 


. 35 


. 25 


. 18 


. 13 


-.04 


15. 


Desi re 


-TO 
. ' ' 


. 07 


. 25 


. 30 


. 03 


.09 


- . 05 


16. 


Or i entati on Index 


- . 06 


-.21 


. 07 


-.01 


. 39 


. 15 


. 03 


17. 


Behavi our al Intent i on 


-.49 


-.05 


-.26 


-.41 


. 03 


-. 06 


. 18 


18. 


Opportunity-Use French 


-. 38 


- . 06 


. 03 


--.04 


. 01 


- . J 


. 06 


19. 


No.» Years French Study 


. 07 


') . 17 


. OZ 




-.25 


. 08 


-.01 


20. 


No. Langs. Spoken/Home 


- . 03 


. 13 


- . 03 


-.07 


- . 02 


. 70 


. 12 


21 . 


No. Langs. Speaks 


. 0 1 


. 09 


. 0 1 


. 19 


- . 09 


. 68 


. 10 


'-^'-> 


Fre. Teacher-Eval uat ' n 


. 14 


, 16 


. 85 


. 12 


. 09 


- . 07 


. 20 




Fre . Teacher -Rapport 


. 15 


. 03 


. 32 


.20 


. 08 


-. 01 


. 20 


24. 


Fre. Teacher -Comp . 


. 1 1 


. 09 


. 81 


. 02 


. 14 


-. 12 


. 17 


25. 


Fre. Teacher- 1 nspi r ' n 


. 34 


. 03 


•7'-, 


.04 


. 10 


. 10 


. 07 


26. 


Fre . Cour se-Eval uat i on 


. 65 


- . 0 1 


. 60 




. 06 


. 0? 


- , 06 


27 . 


Fre. Course-Di -f "f i cu) ty 


- . 30 


- . 09 


- . 20 


-.51 


-. 1 1 


-. 06 


. 10 


28. 


Fre . Course- Ut i 1 i ty 


. 66 


. 08 


. 47 


. 16 


. 00 


. 09 


- . 09 


29. 


Fre . Course- Inter est 


. 64 


-.01 


. 53 


. 14 


.04 


. 06 


-.07 


30 . 


5-R - Writing 


. 13 


. 75 


. 02 


.25 


. 08 


. 05 


. 03 


31 . 


S-R - Understanding 


. 14 


. 67 


. 05 


-T 


-.06 


. 05 


- . 07 


■ 


S-R - Reading 


. 09 


. 77 


. 1 1 


.. 16 


. -.03 


. 12 


. .\4 


J' -J' ■ 


S-R - Speaking 


. 15 


. 76 


. 1 A» 


. 19 


-. 17 


. 08 


. 05 


34. 


CATF - Vocabulary 


. 01 


. 12 


. 05 


. 64 


. 08 


. 05 


. 06 


35. 


CATF - Grammar 


-.02 


. 19 


. 10 


.67 


-.04 


-.01 


. 14 


36. 


CATF - Comp. 


. 07 


- 1 


-. 12 


.50 


. 17 


. 1 1 


. 15 


' . 


Aural Paragraph Comp . 


. 05 


. ^ 


. 06 


. 56 


-. 1 1 


- . 05 


-.10 


38. 


Aural Sent Complet'n 


. 04 


. 21 


. 14 


. 65 


- . 02 


- . 00 


. 03 


39. 


Grade 


. 19 


. 20 


. 09 


.64 


-r ^ 


. 05 


-.04 


40. 


French Can -Eva 1 uat ' n 


. 48 


- . 06 


. 14 




. 14 


. 02 


, .38 


41 . 


Mysel -f - Eva 1 uat i on 


- . 03 


. 07 


. 29 


. 00 


. 08 


. 21 


.5° 


42. 


Europe Fre. -Eval uat ' n 


• 58 


-.01 


. 10 


, 00 


. 12 


-.25 


. 45 


43. 


Eng . Can-Eva 1 uat ' n 


. 0 1 


. 08 


. 15 


. 04 


-. 18 


. 10 


. 63 



ERIC 



64 



able A15 



Grade 9 Reqion Bl 



1 . 



4. 

cr 
.J « 

6. 



8. 

o 

10. 
1 1. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
13. 
19. 
20. 
21. 



24. 
25. 
26. 
""7 . 
28. 

• ■ 

30. 
31. 



36. 
37. 
38. 
39- 
40, 
41. 
42. 
43. 



Spelling Clues 
Wards in Sentences 
PaiVed Assoc i at es 
Need Ach i evement 
Ethnacentri sm 
French Class Anxiety 
French Can ad i an Atts. 
Interest-Foreign Lang. 
Instrumental ' 
Integrat i ve 

Parental Encouragement 
Att. -Learning ^French 
Att e -European French 
Mot i vat i on a 1 Intensi ty 
Desi re 

□r i ent at i on I ndex 
Behavi oural Intent i on 
Opportunity-Use French 
No. Years French Study 
No. Langs. Spoken/Home 
No. Langs. Speaks 
Fre. Teacher -Eva 1 uat ' n 
Pre . Teacher -Rapport 
Fre. Teacher-Conp . 
Fre. Teacher - 1 nsp i r ' n 
Fre. Course-Evaluat i on 
Fre. Course-Di -F-f i cul ty 
Fre. Course-Ut i 1 i ty 
Fre. Course- I n teres t 
S-R - Writing 
5-R - Lender standi ng 
S-R - Peadi ng 
S-R - Speaking 
CATF - Vocabulary 
CATF - Grammar 
CATF - Comp . 
Aural Paragraph Comp. 
Aural Sent Complet'n 
Gr adfi? 

French Can^-Eval uat ' n 
Myself - Evaluation 
Europe Fre. -Evaluat ' n 
Eng. Can -Eva 1 uat ' n 



I 


II 


III 


IV 


V 


VI 


-.07 


. 09 


. 00 


;57 


. 02 


- . 06 


- . 00 


-.09 


. 08 


. 64 


.09 


- . 05 


-.01 


.05 


.13 


. 50 


. 14 


. 14 


.4^11^ 


• . 07 


.to 


.,15 


. 18 


-.40 


- . 03 


16 


-.10 


-. 24 


-. 15 


. 13 


-. 1 1 


-.56 


-.04 


-. 14 


- . 05 . 


-.02 


. 1 1 


-.27 


. 68 


.09 


. 34 


. 07 


\'l9 


-.09 


.72 


. 13 


. 28 


-. 12 


.01 


.05- 


J? 6 


.04 


■ - . 07 


,04 


. 12 


- 0'^ 


.71. 


1 1 


.24 


.05 


. 12 


- '. 05 


. 60 


'.11 


- . 05 


. 03 


.24 


. 19 


.. 83 


. 00 


. 19 


. 06 


. 13 


-.20 


. 62 


' . (M 


. 39 


. 03 


. 40 


.02 


. 65 


. 03 


. 27 


-.07 


A 29 


. 20 


7^ 


. 13 


. 31 


. 06 


.07 




"7 ^ 


-.04 


. 21 . 


1 ^ 


-. IS 


-.25 


-.54 


— . 4^ 


... 05 


- . 05 


-. 16 


-. 15 


-.28 


. 02 


- , 03 




- . 06 


. 43 


.07 


.21 


. 09 


. A. ' 


. 08 


-.06 


. 25 


- . 07 


- . 03 




. 17 


. 39 


. 14 


. 06 


-.01 


.2:) 


.84 


.04 




. 05 


. 1^ 


. 13 


. 80 


. 03 


.21 


. 02 


. 10 


. 13 


. 80 


. 01 


. 25 


. 04 


. 08 


-.04 


.'73 • 


-. 14 


■70 


- . 08 


. (:)3 


. 13 


.60 




. 59 


- . (:)5 


. 12 


. 00 


- . 06 


-.50 


-.02 


-.31 


-. 14 


- . 05 


. 42 




. 67 


. 02 


. 03 


. 06 


.56 


. 10 


.58 


-. 02 


- . C) 1 


. 04 


-.01 


.69 


. 02 


. 15 


- . 05 


-.09 


- . 08 


. 75 


. 02 


. 03 


. ^ 


. 26 


- . 03 


. 70 


-.10 


-.03 


- . 05 


-. Og 


. 01 


. 81 


. 0 1 


. 08 


. 0 1 


.21 


-.11 


. 30 


- . 03 


. 54 


- . 04 


.45 


.07 


. 15 


-. 1.0 


. 49 


-. 06 


. 45 


.07 


. 17 


-. 04 


. 47 


- . 05 


- . ■? 1 


. 20 


. 16 


. 06 


. 15 


. 09 


— •7 
. ■-' ' 


.07 


. 29 


-.05 


. 16 


. 12 


. uJ^ 


. 12 


. 'J' ^ 


. 19 


. 57 


. 12 


^ ~T 


. 10 


-. 14 


. 28 


. 1 1 


. 76 


. 04 


. 29 


.28 


. 17 


. 1 1 


.41 


-.25 


.06 


-.01 


. 30 


. 02 


. 82 


.05 


. 13 


. 128 


. 04 


. 17 


. 55 


. 06 



ERIC 



65 



Table A16 



Grade 9 Region B2 



1. Spelling Clues 

2. Words in Sentences 

3. Paired Associates 

4. Need Achievement 

5. Ethnocen tr i sm 

6. French Class Anxiety 

7. French Canadian Atts. 
a. Interest-Foreign Lang. 
9. Instrumental 

10. Integrative 

11. Parental Encouragement 

12. Att . -Learni ng French 

13. Att . -European French 

14. Motivational Intensity 

15. Desire 

16. Orientation Inde;; 

17. Behavioural Intention 

18. Opportunity-Use French 

19. No. Years French Study 

20. No. Langs. Spoken /Home 

21. No. Langs. Speaks 

22. Fre. TeachecjiSval uat ' n 

23. Fre. Teacher-Rapport 

24. Fre. Teacher-Comp . 

25. Fre. Teacher-Inspir ' n 

26. Fre. Course-Evaluation 

27. Fre. Cour se-Di -f -f i cul t y 

28. Fre. Course-Utility 

29. Fre. Cour se- I n terest 

30. S-R - Writing " 

31. S-R - Understanding 

32. ' S-R - Reading 

33. S-R - Speaking 

34. CATF - Vocabulary 

35. CATF - Grammar 

36. CATF - Comp. 

37. Aural Paragraph Comp. 

38. Aural Sentence Complet'n 

40. Fre. Canadi an-Eval uat ' n 

41. Mysel-f - Evaluation 

42. European Fr e . -Eval uat ' n 

43. Eng. Canad i an-Eval uat ' n 



I 


II ■ 


I I I 


IV 


V 


VI 


-.01 


. 1 1 


.09 


. 48 


. 0 1 


-. 1 1 


. 08 


. 09 


. 09 


.49 


-.10 


. 18 


. 09 


. 09 


- . 05 


. 59 


- . 00 


. 01 




. 02 


. 06 


. 31 


. 12 


. 13 




. 05 


. 01 


- . 50 


-. 14 


. 06 


- . 06 


-.37 


-.01 




-.06 


. 34 


. 57 


. 20 


. 02 


.28 


.38 


-. 17 


.79 


. 20 


. 1 1 


. 16 


. 08 


. 03 


.61 


. 15 


. 02 


-.09 


, . 05 


. 10 


.71 


. 20 


. 06 


.07 


. 09 


-.01 


. 65 


. 16 


. OS 


-.O":. 


. 01 


. 15 


. 75 


-r-7 


. 20 


. 19 


. 08 


-.2] 


. 53 


. — 


. 06 




.41 


- . 06 


„62 






. 19 


. 08 


-. 14 


m t ^ 




.21 


. 14 


. 08 


--, 18 


.37 


- . 0 :. 


.01 


. 1 1 


. 10 


- . 02 


-.47 


-. 17 


. 00 


- . 07 


- . 04 


-.35 


-.24 


-.46 


~ . 0 1 


. 09 


-.06 




. 07 


. 48 




.02 


. 09 


-. 06 


. 03 


. 35 


■ 1 ^ 


-. 17 


- . 09 




. 14 


. 54 


. 06 


, 03 


, 05 


-.35 


. 10 


. 14 


.85 


. 07 


. 18 


- . Oil) 


. 14 


. 11 


. 82 


-- . 02 


. 04 


. 00 


-.01 


. 1 1 


.81 


. 14 


. 20 


- . 05 


. IB 


. 09 


. 78 


- . 02 


. 04 


.04 


. 64 


.24 


.56 


.09 


.0? 


-. 18 


-.28 


-.57 


-. 15 


-.21 


. 0 1 


. 17 


. 60 


. 13 


. 53 


. 13 


. 13 


-.10 


.61 


. 18 


. 59 


.05 


. 05 


-. 19 


. 15 


•7"t; 
■ ' ■— 


. 14 


.07 


. 13 


- . 09 




. 79 


.09 


-.01 


. 10 


-. 19 


.24 


. 70 


. 14 


. 05 


. 15 


.01 


.24 


.81 


. 06 


- . 0)5 


. 1 1 


- . 1 0 


. 10 


.81 


. 08 


. 17 


-.07 


. 12 


. 12 


. 74 


. 1 1 


. 10 


. 05 


. 05 


. 10 


. 63 


. 05 


.25 


-.01 


. 18 


. 17 


.71 


. 08 


. 03 


- . 00 


- . 02 


.04 


. 79 


. 03 


. 05 


-. 08 


. 13 




. 17 


. 29 


. 03 


. 66 


-. 16 


. 1 1 


. 14 


. 46 


.05 


. 46 




. 40 


. 14 




. 06 


. 67 


- . 03 


.07 


-.11 


. 40 


-.14 


. 52 


.31 



ERIC 
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Table A17 



Grade 9 Region B' 



1 1 



1 1 1 



IV 



V 



VI 



VI I 



5. 
6. 

e. 

9 . 

10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
13. 
19. 
20. 
21 . 



24. 
25. 
26. 

28. 
29. 
30. 
31 . 



34. 

-.'vJ • 

36. 



38. 
39. 
40. 
41 . 
42. 
43. 



Spelling Clues 
Words in Sentences 
Pai r '^^d Associ ates 
Neet. Achievement 
Ethnocentr i sm 
French Class Anxiety 
French Canadian Atts. 
Interest-^Foreign Lang. 
Instrumental 
Integrative 

Parental Encouragement 
Att . -Learni ng French 
Att . -European French 
Moti vatiorja^l'' Intensity 
Desire 

On entat i on Inde): 
Opportunity-Use French 
No. Years French Study 
No. Langs. Spoken/Home 
No. Langs. Speaks 
Pre. Teacher-Evaluat' n 
Pre. Teacher -Rapport 
Pre. Teacher -Comp. 
Pre. Teacher- 1 nsp i r ' n 
Pre . Course-Eva 1 uat i on 
Pre. Course-Di f f icul ty 
Pre. Course-Utility 
Pre. Course- Interest 
S-R - Writing 
S-R - Understanding 
S-R - Reading 
S-R - Speaking 
CATP - Vocabulary 
CATF - Grammar 
CATP - Comp. 
Aural Paragraph' Comp. 
Aural Sent Complet'n 
Grade 

French Can-EvalUat ' ; • 
Mysel-f - Evaluation 
Europe Pre. -Eval uat ' n 
Eno . Can -Eva 1 uat ^ n 



. 10 


-.27 


-. 14 


. 1 1 


.35 


. 19 


. 08 


. 30 


. 05 


.02 


-.02 


. 16 


,25 


- . 03 


. 46 


-.13 


.21 


- . 05 


. 04- 




. 15 


.39 


. 06 


. 03 


. 08 


.24 


. 06 


. 43 


- . 20 


. 03 


-,09 


- . 08 


. 02 


. 04 




. 16 


- . 04 


-.10 


-.38 




- . 20 


. 03 


. 63 


. 04 


- . 08 


-.01 


.38 - 


-. 1 1 


. 06 


. 67 


• 26 


.05 


- . 02 


- . (j 1 


-.03 


- . 02 


. 45 


- . 06 


- . 00 


-. 17 


. 15 


. 17 


- . 09 


. 76 


- . 04 


-.11 


- . 20 


k~ . 0 1 


- . 0 1 


. ':)3 


. 59 


.02 


. 10 


-. 17 


■ . 17 


. 12 


. 14 


. "7 


-.06 


-.02 


. 34 


. 13 


-. 16 


- . 1 0 


. 


.29 


. 08 


- . 03 


. 28 


. 09 


. 04 


. 63 


.03 


. 06 


. 46 


. 06 


. 05 


. 07 


.73 


.07 


. 19 


. 26 


.11 


-. 1 1 


. 00 


-. 18 


- . 05 


- . 05 


. 00 


-. 38 


- "^9 


. 14. 


. 04 


-.04 


. 02 


-.52 


. 06 


— or? 


- . 08 


-.06 


*7 


-. 16 


.25 


. 04 


.37 


-.01 


. 02 




-. 12 


-.11 


-. 12 


. 44 


-.01 


. C' 1 




. 06 


. 19 


- . 07 


. 64 


- . OC) 


, , 06 


.01 


. 36 


- . 08 


. 26 


-.06 


. 05 


- . (liS 


. 08 


. '.'8 


-.07 


. 09 


. 12 


. 18 


. 16 


. 15 


. 74 


-. 16 




-.04 


-. 1 1 


. 03 


- . 00 


. 73 




-. 10 


- . 05 


. 10 


. 41 


- '^4 


. 60 


. 37 


. 12 


-.21 


- . I t.) 


-.26 


- . 50 


-.04 


-.01 




-. 15 


. 05 


.41 


-. 15 


.61 


- . 08 


. 13 


. 03 


- . .:'6 






. 43 


. 54 


- . 08 


. 0 1 


..03 


. 24 


. 26 


. 03 


. 36 


. 1 1 


. 29 


- . 60 


- . 02 


. 40 


-.07 


.76 


. 16 


-.01 


-. 11 


. I3u, 


.31 


. 03 


. 51 


.20 


. 39 


-.44 


- . C'Tj 


.07 


- . 04 


. 86 


. 01 


. 05 


. 0 1 


. 06 


■7 

■ / A. 


- . 02 


. 25 


. 06 


. 19 


- . 05 


. 1 V 


.70 


, 14 


. 12 


. {:)5 


-.01 


-.28 


~ , 06 


.62 


. 05 


-.03 


-.04 


. 17 


- . 09 


. 06 


. 76 


- . 08 


-. 12 


. 12 


. 17 


.09 


- . 06 


. 67 


- . 02 


. 12 


-.16 


- . 06 


. 12 


.34 


. 54 


-.01 


. 20 


. 17 


.31 


... 08 


.27 


- . 08 


- . 05 


. 02 


. 59 


-. 19 


0 1 


.26 


.07 


- r 'n 


-.01 


.69 


-. 07 


- . 09 


. 36 


. 13 


. 15 


, 14 


. 67 


. 00 


. 16 


-.01 


. 13 


■ v.- / 


.01 


.75 


-. 07 


- . 06 
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Table A18 Grade 10 



Region Ml 



1. Spelling Clues "'Viii; 

2. Words in Sentences .02 

3. Paired Associates .00 

4. Need Achievement -IB 

5. Ethnocentrism -.07 

6. French Class Anxiety -.02 

7. French Canadian Atts. .50 
3. Interest-Foreign Lang. .32 
9. Instrumental • 

10. Integrative • 

11. Parental Encouragement .06 

12. Att. -Learning French .20 

13. Att . -European French .55 

14. Motivational Intensity .26 

15. Desire ' 

16. Orientation Index .41 

17. Behavioural Intention .10 
13. Opportunity-Use French -.02 
19. No. Years French Study -.05 



20. 


No. Langs. Spoken/Home 


-.02 


21 . 


No. Langs. Speaks 


. 1 1 




Fre. 


Teacher-Eval uat ' n 


. 21 




Pre. 


Teacher-Rapport 


. 19 


24. 


Fre . 


Teacher-Comp . 


. 29 


25. 


Fre . 


Teacher-Inspi r ' n 


. 07 


26. 




Course-Evaluati on 


- . 0 1 


27. 


Fre. 


Course-Di-ff icultv 


. 00 


23. 


Fre. 


Course-Ut 1 1 i ty 


-. 14 


29. 


Fre . 


Course- Inter e?st 


•~ . 07 


30. 


S-R - 


Wr i 1 1 ng 


. 07 


31 . 


S-R - 


■ Understanding 


, 05 




S-R - 


Read i nrj 


-.02 




S-R - 


• Speaking 


.09 


34. 


CATF 


- Vocabulary 


- . 05 


35. 


CATF 


- Grammar 


- . 08 


36. 


CATF 


- Comp. 


-. 02 




Aural 


Paragrapf-i Camp. 


. 03 


38. 


Aural 


Sent Complet'n 


-. 16 


39. 


Grade 


.03 


40. 


French Can-Eval uat ' n 


. 68 


41 . 


Mysel-f - Evaluation 


.51 


42. 


Europe Fre. -Eval uat ' n 


, 69 


43. 


Eng . 


Can-Eval uat ' n 


. 50 



II 


HI 


IV 


V 


VI 


VII 


.31 


- . 06 


-. 06 


05 


. 30 


. 1 1 




-.04 


-.07 


- . (j 1 


. 49 


-,. 10 


. 26 


. 00 


-.01 


. 14 


. 43 


- . 07 


. 00 


1 1 


. 15 


. 15 


. 24 


. 35 


. 05 


- 02 


. 17 




-. 45 


. 0 1 


. 00 


-.23 


- . 1 0 


. 04 


- . 60 


. 01 


. 10 


. 03 


. 07 


.64 


. 16 


. 05 


. 1 i 


-.11 


. 24 


. 43 




. 41 


. 06 


. 03 


. 14 


. 66 


- . 02 


. OS 


.17 


. 06 


. 13 


. 72 


. 14 


. 15 


.01 


. 07 


. 02 


.58 


- . 02 


. 04 


.07 


. 10 


. 44 


. 48 


. 42 


, 38 


. 1 0 


. 00 


. 13 




. 04 


. 2 0 


. 06 


. 1 1 


. 36 


■ Am 


. 36 


. 51 


. 18 


. 12 


.38 


. 39 


2^ 


. 4S 


. 03 


-. 04 


-. 12 


- . C) 1 


. 05 


. 06 


. 05 


~. 12 ■ 


-. 18 


- . 29 


~. 48 


o'-n 


. 1 1 


- . 20 


. 03 


-.24 


-.11 


— "TQ 


. 39 


. 40 


.01 


. 08 


- . 02 


- . 03 


. 17 


. 10 




. 01 


1 1 


. 43 


. 08 


. 19 


.04 


. (".to 


-.13 


. 34 


. 14 


. 13 


. 83 


. 01 


-.04 


-.04 


. 12 


. 12 


.79 


- . C) 1 


- . 0 1 


12 


, 05 


. 08 


.51 


. 02 


- . 02 


- . 08 


. 07 


. 05 


. 76 


. 10 


- . 02 


. 05 


■ . 20 


. 09 


.79 


• i 


. 17 


. 28 


-. 06 


-.21 


-.00 


.07 


-.45 


14 


-.IB 


. 15 


.59 


. 49 


. 13 


. 04 


-. 18 


. 09 


. 73 




. 00 


.36 


. 03 


. 74 


.21 


. 08 


. 17 


. 05 


. 05 


.81 


.0" 


. 07 


. 1 1 




-.07 


.78 


. 18 


. 07 


. 09 


.05 


. 09 


. SO 


. 03 


. 03 


. 18 


.08 


. 80 


- . 00 


- . i') 1 


-- . 05 


. 14 


. 12 


. 70 


.02 


. iO 


-.04 


. 29 


. 15 


. 63 


. 04 


, 1 1 


. 02 


. 07 


. 14 


. 58 


. 01 


-.11 


. '1)4 


. 05 


. 0 1 


.61 


. 13 


. 05 


. 15 


. 26 


-.10 


. 30 


. 16 


. 08 


02 




. 0(") 


12 


. 13 


.24 


. 36 


- . 08 


.01 


-.07 


, 20 


.35 


. 01 


. 09 


. 17 


- . r7 


. 01 


. 27 


. 15 


. C) 1 


. 07 


-. 06 


. 1 1 


.41 


. 0 1 


-. 18 


-.13 
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Table A19 Grade 10 



Region M2 



I 



1 . 


Spelling Clues 


01 


*!• t 


Words in Sentences 


.03 




Paired Associates 


. 03 


4. 


Need Achievement 


.04 


5. 


Ethnocentr i sm 


-.29 


6. 


French Class Anxiety 


- . 08 


7 . 


French Canadian Atts. 


. 74 


8. 


Interest-Foreign Lang. 


. 75 


9 1 


I nst rumen tal 




1 (") 


Intear " i ve 


. 80 


1 1 . 


PareP' . Encouragement 


.52 


1 ^ . 


Att--i-earning French 


. 74 


1 

X •••• • 


Att . -European French 


. 77 


14. 


Moti vational Intensi ty 


. 49 


15. 


Des ire 


. 74 


1 6 - 


Or 1 en tat i on Indeic 


. 25 


iX 


Behavi our al I n tent i on 


-. 41 




□oDortuni tv-Use French 




1 CP 


No- Years French Study 


. 01 




No. Lanqs. Spoken/Home 


- . 0 1 


1 . 


No. Lanas. Speaks 


. 15 


^ Aw t 


Fre r Teacher -Eva 1 uat ' n 


. 13 


— ^1 T 


Fr e . Teacher -Rap port 


.21 


'^4 . 


Fr e . Teacher-Comp . 


- . 0 1 


25. 


Fre. Teacher-Inspir'n 


. 16 


26. 


Fre. Course-E^ ^iluation 


.55 


"^7 . 


Fre. Course-Di -f -f i cul ty 


-.28 


28. 


Fre . Cour se-Ut i 1 i ty 


.62 


2^. 


Fre . Course- Interest 


. 43 


30. 


S-R - Wr i t i ng 


-. 10 


Tl . 


S-R - Understanding 


. 18 




S~R - Reading 


. 04 


- J' * 


S-R - Speaking 


. 19 


34. 


CATF - Vocabulary 


. 12 


35. 


CATF - Grammar 


. 07 


36. 


CATF - Comp . 


. 13 


37. 


Aural Paragraph Comp . 


. 20 


38. 


Aural Sent Complet'n 


. 1 1 


39. 


Grade 


. 05 


40. 


French Can-Evaluat' n 


. 45 


41 . 


Mysel-f - Evaluation 


-. 1 i 


42. 


Europe Fre. -Eval uat ' n 


. 34 


43. 


Eng . Can-Eval uat ' n 


. 04 



II 


1 1 1 


IV 




VI 


VII 


. 30 


-. 26 


- . 06 


. 02 


. 10 


. 12 


. 50 


-. 16 


.09 


.07 


. 08 


. 23 


.54 


-.02 


. 10 


- . 20 


- . 02 


. 1 1 


. 47 


. 12 


. 19 


.21 


. 33 


-.14 


-.52 


-. 00 


. 03 


. 04 


. 12 


- . 06 


-.31 


-.43 


- . 04 


- . 09 


-.36 


12 


. 12 


. 03 


. 07 


. 19 


- . 1 0 


. 16 


.36 


. 26 


. 14 


. 02 


. 08 


. 0° 


.01 


-. 18 


. 19 


- . 02 


. 37 


. 03 


. 12 


. 06 


.02 


. 08 


. 13 


. 14 


-.09 


-. 06 


. 14 


- . 02 


. 1 1 


. 05 


. 13 


. 30 


.35 


-.02 


. 24 


, 13 


. 17 


. 1 0 


- . 07 


. 17 


-.04 


. 18 


. 17 


. 43 


. 24 


. 18 


—.1 


- . 0 1 


. 13 


.41 


. 28 


- . 02 


. 16 


. 06 


-.07 


. 05 


-.15 


.07 


- . 1 C) 


. 03 


. 12 


- . 08 


-.25 


- . 04 


-.47 




-.03 


-.40 


- . 05 


. 17 


-.24 


~. 16 


. 06 


. 30 


- . 1 0 




. 19 


-.02 


. 03 


. 14 


. 01 


. 06 


. 40 




. 06 


. 13 


- . 03 


. 06 


. 36 


. 26 


. 07 


. 02 


. S3 


.25 


. 02 


.07 


. 06 


- . 02 


. 81 


. 20 


- . 06 


. 14 


. 18 


. 20 


. 69 


. 18 


-. 17 


. 13 


. 09 


- . 04 


■7-r 


. 08 


. 26 




-. 00 


. 29 


. 60 


.04 


.34 


- . 03 


- . 08 


-. 06 


- . 07 


-. 1 1 


-. 46 


-. 28 


. 03 


. 1 1 




-.00 


.21 


-.08 


12 


. 27 


.58 


. 01 


. 44 


. 05 


. C) 1 


. 67 


. 15 


. 13 




.21 


-.07 


. 75 


, 05 


. 05 


- . 08 


. 14 


-. 17 




. 06 


.25 


. 07 


. 16 


-.06 


. 78 


. 04 


-.01 


. 03 


- . ':)0 


.04 


. 09 


. 05 


. 03 


. 17 


.67 


. 36 


. 14 


. 12 


.21 


. 16 


. 59 


. 06 


. 03 


. 13 


-.06 


.09 


.66 






. 13 




. 07 


. 46 


.38 


. 40 


, 06 


-. 1 1 


. 02 


.41 


. 41 




. 19 


- . 0 1 


. 34 


. 48 


- . 05 


. 1 1 


.21 


.69 


-. 1 1 


. 13 


. 07 


. 13 


. 20 


. 58 


.21 


-. 15 


- . 03 


. 18 


. 14 




- . OC) 


-.02 


-.13 


. 01 


.21 


.54 


. 16 


-. 15 
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Table A20 Grade 10 Region M3 



1 . Spelling Clues 

2. Words in Sentences 

3. Paired Associates 

4. Need Achi evement 

5. Ethnocentr i sm 

6. French Class Anxiety 

7. French Canadian Atts. 
a. Interest-Foreign Lang. 

Instrumental 

aO. Integrative 

1 1 . Parental Encouragement 

12. Att . -Learni ng French 

13. Att . -European French 

14. Moti vati onal Intensi ty 
15- Desire 

16. Orientation Inde)i 

17. Behavioural Intention 

18. Opportunity-Use French 

19. No. Years French Study 

20. No. Langis. Spoken/Home 

21. No. Langs. Speaks 

22. Fre. Teacher-Eval uat ' n 

23. Fre. Teacher -Rapport 
■24. Fre. Teacher-Comp . 

25. Fre. Teacher - I nspi r ' n 

26. Fre. Course-Evaluation 

27. Fre. Course-Di -f i cul ty 

28. Fre. Course-Utility 

29. Fre. Course- Interest 

30. S-R - Writing 

31. S-R - Understanding 

32. S-R - Reading 

33. S-R - Speaking 

34. CATF - Vocabulary 

35. CATF - Grammar 

36. CATF - Comp. 

37. Aural Paragraph Comp. 

38. Aural Sentence Complet 

39. Grade 

40. Fre. Canadi an-Eval uat ' n 

41. Myself - Evaluation 

42. European Fr e. -Eval uat n 

43. Eng. Canadi an-Eval uat " n 



n - 



I 


II 


III 




V 


VI 


-. 1 1 


.51 


-.07 


-.21 


- . 0 1 


.01 


.07 


.48 


- . 04 


-.01 


.07 


-.07 


. 19 


.34 


-. 17 


-.26 


. 10 


- . 1 0 


. 17 


- . 1 0 


. 12 


. 1 1 


. 16 


-.14 


-. 07 


-.07 


- . 09 


-. 18 


— . 35 


. 00 


-. 15 


-.29 


. 06 


-.34 


-. 12 


.02 


. 78 


. 05 


. 04 


-. 07 


.09 


. 17 


. 80 


. 13 


. 14 


. 08 


. 14 


. 02 


.64 


. 13 


- . 0 1 


. 19 




-.04 


.31 


. 13 


. 10 


. 1 1 


-.02 


.04 


. 59 


. 08 


. 07 


- . 03 


- . 05 


. 25 


.83 


■. 12 


.21 


. 14 


- . 03 


-.11 


.67 


. 01 


. 1 1 


. 01 


. 15 


. 29 


.73 


. 08 


. 19 




. 19 


~. 14 


. 35 


. 12 


. 13 


. 19 

» 


. 1 1 


-.07 




-. 06 


. 05 


. 02 


.51 


. 2<:) 


46 


— . 33 


. 09 


-.24 


- . 06 


. 08 


-.35 


-.02 


. 05 


-. 17 


. 


. 02 


. 09 


. 08 


- . 06 


- . 02 


, 15 


. 43 


. 37 


- . 08 


. 09 


. 1 1 


. ' 


. 09 


. 46 


-. 08 


, 10 




-.44 


.04 


. 20 


. 07 


.90 


. 08 


- . 0 1 


.01 


. 17 


. 01 


. 88 


. 09 


. 06 


- . 0 1 


. 03 


. 03 


. 75 


. 04 


. 02 


.01 


. 24 


. 02 


. 84 


. 08 


-. 05 


-.07 


. 67 


. 01 


. 55 


. 17 


. 08 


-.21 




-. 26 


. 09 


. 05 


-.14 


'^4 


.68 


. 1 1 


.41 


. 26 


. 01 


-.07 


. 59 


-. 02 


. 58 


. 13 


. 02 


-.24 


. 10 


. 29 


. 06 


.67 


. 06 


-. 18 


. 1 1 


. 08 


. 14 


. 78 


. 05 


. 08 


• -J' a1 


-.01 


.07 


. 75 


. 06 


. 06 


. 08 


. 01 


. 19 


. B5 


-.03 


. 1 1 


. 08 


. 76 


. 03 


. 10 


. 1 1 


-.05 


. 25 


. 76 


. 04 


. 04 


-.09 


-. 12 


. 05 


. 63 


-.10 


. 12 


1 1 5 




. 01 


, 47 


. 13 


. 12 


.17 


. 10 


- . 08 


. 56 


. 09 


. 21 


-.21 


. 16 


. 27 


. 67 


. 09 




-. 04 


-.27 


. 47 




. 24 


-. 19 


.21 


. 17 


. 09 


16 


. 20 




-. ' 3 


.41 


. 45 




. 42 


- . 02 


. 17 


i ^ - 


. 00 


- . 08 




. 09 


.01 
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Table A21 



Grade 10 



Region M4 



1 . 



4. 
5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

o 

10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 

24. 
25. 
26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 
31. 



34. 
35. 
36. 
37. 
38. 
39. 
40. 
41 . 
42. 
43. 



Spelling Clues 
Words in Sentences 
Faired Associates 
Need Achievement 
Ethnocent ri sm 
French Class Anxiety 
French Canadian Atts. 
Interest-Foreign Lang. 
Instrumental 
Integrat i ve 

Parental Encouragement 
Att . -Learni ng French 
Att . -European French 
Motivational Intensity 
Desi re 

Orientation Index 
Behavioural Intention 
Opportunity-Use French 
No. Years French Study 
No. Langs. Spoken/Home 
No. Langs. Speaks 
Fre. Teacher-Evaluat ' n 
Fre. Teacher-Rapport 
Fre. Teacher-Comp . 
Fre. Teacher-Inspi r ' n 
Fre. Course-Evaluation 
Fre. Course-Di -f -f i cul ty 
Fre. Course-Utility 
Fre. Course-Interest 
S-R - Writing 
S-R - Understanding 
S-R - Reading 
S-R - Speaking 
CATF - Vocabulary 
CATF - Grammar 
CATF - Comp . 
Aural Paragraph Comp. 
Aural Sent Complet'n 
Grade 

French Can-Eval uat ' n 
Myself - Evaluation 
Europe Fr e . -Eval uat ' n 
Eng. Can-Evaluation 



I . 


1 1 


I I I 


IV 


V 


VI 


-.10 


. 26 


-.07 


. 30 


-.28 


- . 03 


. 05 


.30 


. 10 


. 49 


-.13 


- . 07 


- . 09 




. 1 1 


. 57 


= . 07 


. 05 


. 12 


16 


- 1 


. 40 


. 28 


. 17 


. 0 1 


. 03 


. 02 


-. 48 


. 02 


. 05 


-. 13 


*^ i 41. 


. 13 


- . 1 0 


. 12 


-.26 


. 69 


. 13 


-.02 


. 18 


. 41 


-.02 


. 78 


. 02 


-.07 


. 26 


. 14 


. 15 


. 62 


. 17 


-.07 


-.28 




. 1 1 


. 76 


.12 


- . 08 


.07 


27 


. 15 


.50 


-.04 


. 06 


-. 1 1 


. 17 


. 16 


. 86 


. 13 


-.25 


-.03 


-.02 


. 17 


. 55 


. 00 


-. 10 


. 13 


. 49 


. 1 2 


.75 


-.01 


-.28 


. 08 


. 07 


. 20 


. 82 


. 15 


^ m 


. 03 


- . 00 


. 17 







.02 


. 34 


-.04 


. 0C> 


-.59 




. 06 


- . 07 


. 14 


- . 06 


- . 09 


-. 17 


. 03 


- . 07 


- . 08 


- . 49 


-. 08 


.38 


. 05 




. 07 


. 40 


. 13 


.01 


. 08 


. 03 


-.00 




-.01 


. 03 


-.08 




-. 06 


. -S 


. 16 


.02 


-.84 


. 10 


. 15 


. 15 




-.04 


-.71 


. 09 


. 16 


. 1 (".) 


. 05 


-.01 


- . \)t 


. 08 


. 15 


. 04 


. 08 


-.04 




-. 14 


. 07 


- . 05 


.62 


. 17 


- . 65 


-. 18 


. 06 


. 02 


-. 16 


- . 50 


. 05 


-.09 


. 15 


- . 22 


.71 


. 16 


-.49 


-. 18 


1 1 


.04 


. 54 


. 05 


-.68 




. 01 


- . 02 


. 24 


. 36 


-.02 


-.11 


C'2 


. 64 


. 14 


. 43 


- . 06 


-. 14 


-. 08 


. 62 


. 19 


.26 


- . 08 


-. 17 


. 01 


.69 


. 1 1 


.31 


-. 15 


- . 08 


-.06 


.74 


. 08 


. 83 


-.09 


- . 07 


- . C) 1 


.20 


. 06 


. 86 


. 04 


. 02 


-. 01 


. 13 


. 07 


.61 


-.03 


. 04 


. 13 


• 4^ W 


. 06 


.64 


. 02 


-. 14 


. 16 


. 15 


. 12 


.69 


. 12 


. 14 


. 16 


. IS 


■ ^ 


.61 


-.01 


. 29 


-.13 


.09 


. 46 


. 1 1 




. 05 


.65 


-. 15 


. 02 


-.01 




. 09 


. 46 


. 16 


. 3tii 


. 06 


-. 16 


-.01 


.72 




. 06 


. 04 


- . 06 


-.16 


. 46 


-.04 



71 



^able A22 



I 



1 . 


Spelling Clues 






Wards in Sentences 


.05 




Paired Associates 


. 02 


4. 


Need Achievement 


.02 


5. 


Ethnocentr i sm 


- 4'^ 


6. 


French Class Anxiety 


-. 12 


7. 


French Canadian Atts. 


.43 


.8. 


Interest-Foreign Lang. 


.36 


9. 


I nstrumental 


« i A- 


10. 


Integrative 


TO 


1 1 . 


Parental Encouragement 


. 1 1 


12. 


Att . -Learni ng French 


.57 


13. 


Att . -European French 


. 13 


14. 


Motivational Intensity 


.56 


15. 


Desi re 


.52 


16. 


Orientation Index 


.30 


17. 


Behavioural Intention 


-.48 


18. 


□pportunitv-Use French 


. 08 


19. 


No. Years French Study 


-.20 


20. 


No. Langs. Spoken/Home 


. 10 


21. 


No. Langs. Speaks 


. 13 




Fre. Teacher-Evaluat ' n 


.90 




Pre. Teacher-Rapport 


.85 


24. 


Fre. Teacher-Comp . 


.78 


25. 


Fre. Teacher-Inspir ' n 


. 80 


26. 


Fre. Course-Evaluation 


.84 


27. 


Fre. Course-Di -f -f i cul ty 


- . 09 


28. 


Fre. Course-Utility 


.75 


29. 


Fre. Course-Interest 


.76 


30. 


S-R - Writing 


. 16 


31, 


S-R - Understanding 


.^H 




S-R - Reading 


-.17 


• 


S-R - Speaking 


- . 03 


34. 


CATF - Vocabulary 


-.03 


35. 


CATF - Grammar 


.08 


36. 


CATF - Comp. 


-. 17 


37. 


Aural Paragraph Comp. 


. 14 


38. 


Aural Sent Complet'n 


. 10 


39. 


Grade 


.27 


40. 


French Can-Eval uat ' n 


.60 


41. 


Mysel-f - Evaluation 


. 13 


42. 


Europe Fre . -Eval uat ' n 


. 13 


43. 


Eng. Can-Eval uat ' n 


.07 



10 Region Bl 



II 


III 


IV 


V 


VI 


VII 


. 28 


- . 05 


. 09 


. 17 


. 27 


42 


. 14 


-.07 


-.07 


. 03 


. 50 


. 00 


- . 00 


- . 07 


. 18 


. 21 


. 31 


1 8 


.03 


. 07 


. 01 


. 57 


. 1 4 


- . 07 


.02 


-,07 


- . 04 


^mm ^ T 


- . 15 


. 16 


-.55 


.04 


. 24 


- . 30 


. 06 


. 01 


. 17 


.41 


. 28 


. <:>2 


- 28 


. 27 


. 18 


. 48 


- . 02 


. 44 


. 1 1 


• 2o 


. 09 


. 63 


. 02 


-. 34 


. 04 




OO 


. 63 


. 21 






- . Ou 


. 16 


. 54 


- . 03 


. 17 




i <J 1 


.21 


.55 


. (1)0 


. 23 


. U7 


m 


T" O 


.35 


. 31 


07 


. 21 


. 27 


OT 


.39 


. 09 


. 18 


. 06 


. 1 / 


. 12 


. 52 


. 01 


. 26 




A 


- . 09 


-.03 


. 00 




- . u5 


. 09 


-.10 


- . 40 


. 1 1 


. 00 


-•16 




— r?*^ 


-.21- 


- . 05 


-. 47 


. U5 


- . 2a 


. 35 


. 14 


~ . 07 


. C)5 


. 09 


A L. 

. 46 


■ ' 


. 10 


. 17 


. 13 


03 


• o9 


.34 


-. 08 


-. 14 


. 1 1 


12 


. lb 


. 01 


- . 09 


. 10 


. 02 


. 13 


. 05 


13 


-.07 


. 10 


. 03 


* 19 


. U7 


-. 17 


.03 


. 06 


- . 05 


. 21 


« 02 


-.04 


. 17 


- . 02 


. 12 


-.13 


. U7 


. 17 


T O 


. 1 1 


. 10 


18 




-.44 


-.27 


. 19 


-. 10 




. 0/ 


. 19 


T O 


. 01 


-.11 


12 


4 ^ 

ll- 


. 13 


.27 


. 16 


. 19 


36 


— . 00 


.64 


. 13 


-.11 


. U2 


. 1 1 


. 1 i 


.86 


. 18 


. 08 


-.02 


- . 00 


. 10 


.72 


. 13 


. 12 


-. 00 


14 


-. IS 


.83 


. 14 


. 14 


. 03 


~, 14 


- . 02 


a / 


. 12 


- . 05 


-.02 


m / 


. 14 


. 74 


. 06 


- . 03 


-.04 




. 13 


. 64 


. 17 


. 03 


-.04 


. 43 


. 06 


.56 


. 04 


- . 09 


-. 12 


. 44 


. 10 


. 68 


.02 


. 04 


.07 


.28 


. 30 


.38 




-.10 


. 10 


. 56 


- . 06 


. 08 


. 12 


. 50 


-. 1 1 


. 19 


. 1 1 


- . 07 


- . 03 


. 41 


« 20 


- . 04 


-.27 


.04 


. 10 


. 69 


19 


-.01 


. 08 


- . 09 


-.03 


. 67 


. 18 


-. 16 


■- . 09 



Table A23 Grade 10 Region BZ 



1 . 



4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 
10. 
11 . 
12. 
S3. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20 . 
21 . 



'^4 

25. 

26. 

23. 
29. 
30. 
31 . 



34. 
35, 
36. 
37. 
38. 
39. 
40. 
41 . 
42. 
43. 



Spel ling Clues 
Words In Sentences 
Pa i red Assoc i at es 
Need Achievement 
Ethnocentr i sm 
French Class Anxiety 
French Canadi an Atts . 
Interest-Foreign Lang. 
Instrumental 
Integrati ve 

Parental Encouragement 
Att. -Learning French 
Att . -European French 
Motivational Intensi ty 
Desi re 

□ri entati on Index 
Behavi oural Intention 
□pporto-ini ty-Use French 
No. Years French Stuoy 
No. Langs. Spoken /Home 
No. Langs.. Speaks 
Fre. Teacher-Eval uat ' n 
Fre2. Teacher-Rapport 
Fre. Teacher-Comp • 
Pre. Teacher-Inspir'^n " 
Fre. Cour se-Eval uat i on 
Fre. Course-Di-f -f icul ty 
Fre. Course-Ut i 1 i ty 
Fre. Course- Inter est 
S"R - Writing 
B-R - Understand i ng 
S-R - Reading 
S-R - Speaking 
CATF - Vocabulary 
CATF - Grammar 
CATF - Comp. 
Aural Paragraph Comp . 
Aural Sentence Complet'n 
Grade 

Fre. Canadi an-Eval uat ^ n 
Myself - Evaluation 
European Fre. -Eva 1 uat' n 
Eng . Canadi an-Eval uat' n 



I 


II 


I 1 1 


IV 




VI 


-. 12 


- . 07 


.57 


-i 03 


-.01 


. 05 


: 05 


. 08 


. 65 


. (^)3 


.01 


. 12 


. 16 


-.01 


. 56 


. 09^ 


. 05 


- . 20 


. 06 


. 15 




.'l3 


.07 


- . 0 1 


. 06 


.02 


-. 17 


-.10 


-.31 


. 00 


-.01 


- . 39 


-.29 


~ . 0 1 


- . 02 


-. 17 




.14 


. 06 


.09 


.79 


. 15 


. 45 




. 10 


• . IB 


. 66 


- . 07 


.38 


.07 


. 13 


- . 05 


. 42 


. 17 


.41 


. 15 


-.01 


.02 


.72 


. 06 


. 15 




- . 06 


.08 


.51 


- . Oto' 


. 63 


. 28 


. 19 




.51 


- . 02 


. 04 


. 1 1 


- . 00 




. 62 


. 19 


. 64 


. 17 


. 06 




.36 


- . 05 


. 63 


.31 


. 06 


. 16 


.52 


- . 04 


. 16 


. 16 


-.10 


.21 


.28 


_ r^'T* 
. «^ ^ 


-.53 


-.29 


-.28 


-. 1 1 


- '^5 


. 01 


-. 17 


-.41 


- . 0 1 


. 03 




. 12 


- . 03 


. 37 


. 1 1 


. 03 


. 15 


. 06 


. ^ 


. 40 


-.34 


-. 1 1 


. 12 


. 0 1 


. 20 


.52 


-.10 


. 03 


. 06 




. 24 


. 06 


. 03 


. 83 


. 17 




. 2S 


.05 


.09 


.76 


. 16 




. 05 


-.01 


. 09 


.76 


.21 


. 18 


. 40 


. 00 


. 1 1 


.69 


. 13 


. 08 


.aV 


.-17 


. 06 


.27 


.09 


. 24 




. -"r40 


-.51 


- . 1'.) 1 


-.02 


J 01 


. 66 


. 1 1 


. 14 


. 15 


. 26 


(36 


. 80 


. 12 


- . 07 


.30 


. 06 


. 17 


. 30 


.71 


. 08 


-.01 


- . 03 


. 06 


. 19 


.82 


- . 00 


. 03 


. 03 


. 04 


. 18 


.74 


. 05 


. 03 


. 00 


. 06 


. 16 


. 80 


. 00 


.02 


. 06 


-.04 


. 04 


.61 


. 41 


-.04 


. 08 


~ . 04 


. 14 


. 65 


. 49 


. 05 


. 16 


. 00 


- . 06 


. 46 




. 00 


. 18 


-.07 


- . 00 


.59 


. 03 


.09 


■ .29 


- . 02 


-.01 


. 67 


. 17 


. 1 1 


.25 


. 01 


. 34 


.41 


. 66 


.09 


. 13 


-.01 


. 19 


. 10 


. 0 1 


. 24 


. 48 


.57 


. 06 


- . 04 


.04 


.21 


.03 


.46 


-. 14 


. 13 


- . 02 


. 26 




. 56 


-.10 


- . 03 




.07 


-. 06 


,56 



ERJ.C 



73 



^able A24 



I 



1. Spelling Clues -.U7 

2. Words in Sentences -.18 

3. Paired Associates .14 

4. Need Achievement ' -11 

5. Ethnocentr i sm -.13 

6. French Class Anj^iety -.11 

7. French Canadian Atts. .09 



8. Interest-Foreign ^ Lang . . 39 

9. Instrumental -27 

10. Integrative .34 

11. Parental Encouragement .28 

12. Att. -Learning French .54 

13. Att . -^European French .11 

14. Motivational Intensity .52 

15. Desire ' -^7 

16. Orientation Index -.08 

17. Behavioural Intention -.39 

18. Opportunity-Use French -.19 

19. No. Years Frer h Study -.02 
2b. No. Langs. Spc. ^n/Home .17 

21. No. Langs. Speaks .20 

22. Fre. Teacher-Eval uat ' n .58 



23. Fre. Teacher-Rapport .51 

24. Fre. Teacher-Comp . » 63 

25. Fre. Teacher- I nspi r ' n .82 

26. Fr^. Course-Evaluation .83 

27. Fre. Course-Di -f -f i cul t y -.17 

28. Fre. ^Cour se-Ut i 1 i t y .71 

29. Fre. Course-Interest .83 

30. S-R - Writing -.06 

31. S-R - Understanding .14 

32. S~R - Reading .32 

33. S-R - Speaking .10 

34. CATF - Vocabulary .04 

35. CATF - Grammar .21 

36. CATF - Comp. .08 

37. Aural Paragraph Comp. .03 

38. Aural Sent Complet'n .15 

39. Grade .21 

40. French Can-Eval uat ' n .16 

41. MyseH - Evaluation .04 

42. Europe Fre . -Eval uat ' .06 

43. Eng. Can-Eval uat ' n .15 



3.10 Regi on B3 





III 


IV 




VI 


visi 


- . 08 


- . 02 


-.03 


-. 34 


. 1 1 


. 36 


.24 


.02 


.01 


. 07 


-. 24 


. 66 


. 25 


- . 30 


-.01 


-.21' 


-.26 


. 26 


- . 04 


- . 08 


. 27 


-. 17 


-. 16 


. 36 


-. 19 


- . 09 


- . 08 


. 01 


- , 09 


-. 62 


- . 09 


. OS 


.03 


-.02 


-.71 


. 07 




- . C) 1 


. 85 


-. 1 1 


- . 06 


. 08 


. 28 


. 10 


. 52 


. 03 


. 15 


-.12 


. 05 


.21 


. 49 


-. 30 




-. 16 


. 02 


-.05 


. 76 


-. 09 


-. 12 


. 01 


. 03 




. 16 


-.07 


-.45 


. 04 


. 07 


-. 16 


. 70 


. 08 


. IS 


. 0 1 


. 05 


. 1 1 


.32 


. 07 


. 05 


. 12 




-. 12 


. 53 


. 12 


. 1 1 


"*" . *^ 


. 25 


-. OS 


. 61 


. 05 


. 0)7 


-. 1 1 


-. 07 


-.34 


. 09 




. 24 


. 26 




. 17 


- , 08 


-.26 


. 34 


. 06 




. ■ 


~. 16 


-. 18 


-. 16 


- . 05 




. 1" * 


- . 35 


-. 19 


. 13 


-.21 


. 35 


- . C) * 


.29 


-. 31 


. 28 


- . 1 0 


. 45 


-.01 




-,09 


. 37 


— . -J'}^' 


. 18 


.41 


■7-7 


. 26 


- . 03 




. 13 


. 48 




. 18 


-.16 


. 21 


. 12 


. 49 




. 18 


- . 05 


. ■ 


. 02 


. 16 


. 20 


. 05 


- . 00 


-.11 


. 19 


. 17 


ft ^ ' 


. 06 


. 00 ' 


. 0^ 


-.64 


. 06 


- . 05 


. 03 


. < 


- . 21 


. 19 




. 24 


. 09 


-. 1 1 


. 14 


. 08 


-. 12 


. 1 0 


. 01 


. 08 


- . 08 




-.24 


- . 03 


. 70 


- . 03 


- . 05 


. 40 


-.07 


. 10 




. 15 


. 04 


. 10 


. 07 


. 02 


.71 


-.12 


- . 06 


. 


-. 15 


- . 03 


-7-T 
, ' 


. 31 


- . 04 


. 74 


. 15 


. 1 1 


. 29 


. C)" 


. 1 1 






- . 00 


. 30 


-. 15 


. 15 


. 62 


. 05 


- . 20 


.21 


. 00 


.02 




. 05 


. 04 


. 02 


-.21 


. 09 


.63 


-.09 


. 21 


.31 


-.31 


-.01 


. 68 


. 06 


. 13 


. 17 


. 29 


.07 


. 09 


. 26 


. 58 


, . 12 


-.13 




. IS 


. 56 


. 08 


-.26 


- . 04 


- . 05 


. 17 


. 48 


crer 

• uJuJ 


.34 


-.01 


. 16 


. 01 


.71 


-.04 


14 


-.09 


. 03 



74 



fable A25 



Grade 11 



Region Ml 



I 



1 . 


Soel 1 i na CI ues 


-. 11 




Words in Sentences 


.01 




Pai red Assoc i at es 


. 12 


4. 


Need Achievement 


.31 


5. 


Ethnocentr Ism 


- . 30 


6. 


French Class Anxiety 


- . 05 


•7 

• 


French Can ad i an Atts. 


. 59 


B . 


I nterfest-Forei gn Lang . 


.63 


a 


Tn^trumental 


. 50 


1 f*l 

1 m 


Tn+'c»nrAti ve 
cryr c\ux 


. 76 


1 1 
1 i • 


Pa rental En c OUT aqemen t 


.51 


1 ^ 


Att - -Lear ni no French 


.40 


1 ^ 


Att . -European French 


.21 


1 4 


Mot ivational Intensity 


.38 






. 47 




□rientati on Index 


.20 


1 7 


RphAvi our al Intent i on 


-.36 


^ R 
A u • 


finnnr t Lini tv— Use French. 


.08 


1 O 


Nn V^ars French Study 


. 19 


'"^ (**) 


Nn Lanas . Spoken /Home 


-.01 


^ 1 


Nn Lanes. Soeaks 


- . 00 




Fr P Teacher -Eva 1 uat ^ n 


. 14 




Fr e Teacher -RaoDor t • 


. 14 




Frp Teacher ""CofTiD. 


. OV 




Fre. Teacher-Inspir'n 


.04 


*a o • 


Fre. Course-Evaluation 


. 14 


27 , 


Fre. CoLir se-Di -f -f i CLil ty 


. 07 


28. 


Fre. Course-Utility 


.46 




Fre. Course-Interest 


. 03 


30. 


S-R - Writing 


. 13 


31 . 


S-R - Understanding 


. 15 




S-R - Reading 


.01 




S-R - Speaking 




34. 


CATF - Vocabulary 


- . OS 


35. 


CATF - Grammar 


- . 08 


36. 


CATF " Camp. 


-.01 


"■7 


Aural Paragraph Comp. 


. 14 


38. 


Aural Sent Compl et ' n 


. 1 1 


3.9. 


Grade 


- . 09 


40. 


French Can-Eval Mat ' n 


. 20 


41. 


Mysel-f - Evaluation 


. 25 


42. 


Europe Fr e . -Eval uat ' n 


. 03 


43. 


Eng. Can-Eval uat ' n 


- . 02 



II 


III 


IV 




VI 


VI I 


.21 


-.24 


. 14 


. 03 


. 06 


-. 13 


. 55 


-. 14 


- . 03 


. 15 


-.13 


-.09 


. 37 


- . 07 


. 13 


.05 


-.09 


-.24 


-. 1 1 


. 16 


.09 


.34 


-.04 




-.41 


- . 03 


' .07 


-.07 


-.25 


. 12 


or* 


. 09 


-.44 


-.07 


. 06 




. 29 


.03 


-. 15 


. 1 1 


.51 


. 05 


. 28 


. 02 


.02 


.43 


. 15 


. 18 


-. 17 


. 07 


.24 


-.00 


. 06 


-. 18 


. 29 


. OS' 


.04 


. 19 


. 30 


. 1 1 


-. 1 1 


. 06 


.04 


. 03 


. 00 


. o9 


. 26 


. IS 


.25 


.68 


. 14 


. 08 


. 02 


-. 12 


- . 03 


.42 


,48 


-. 12 


. 09 


. 17 


. 26 


.62 


. 14 


. 19 




. 14 


. 1 1 


. 62 


. 07 


. 14 


.35 


. 17 


.02 


. 15 


. 10 




-.20 


-. 14 


-.20 


-. 16 


. 05 


. 12 


— ■ ^<J 


-.12 


-.01 


-.24 


. 06 


-. 13 


. 47 


. 15 


- . 0 1 




- . 02 


. 04 


.09 


. 01 


. 1 1 


-.06 


-.03 




. 0 1 


. 01 


■ ^ 4^ 


. 15 


. 05 


. 45 


. 10 


. 87 


. 06 


.25 


- . 04 


.01 


. 12 


.81 


-.01 


.21 


-.01 


. 19 


. 18 


. 74 


.06 




. 09 


-. 17 


. 21 


. 58 


-.04 


. 56 


- . 07 


.02 


. *i ^ 


• .26 


. 19 


.72 


. 24 


- . 02 


• 


. 15 


-.49 


-.10 


- . OS 


-. 13 


. 20 


. 15 


. 13 


.42 


.31 


-. 13 


. 19 


. 24 


.04 


. 77 


. 18 


-.02 


. 12 


. 13 


.69 


. 1 1 


. 15 


~ . 03 


. 17 


.21 


.66 


. 03 


-.03 


. 21 


. 02 


-.01 


.71 


. 10 


-. 14 


. 14 


. 16 


. 04 


.71 


. 02 


. 20 


-. 06 


. 68 


. 03 




.26 


. 15 


. 06 


. / 


. 05 


.36 


. 28 


. 1 1 


-.02 


. 50 


. 07 


.31 


.21 


. 16 


. 16 


. 69 


. 15 


.07 


. r.)5 


. 1 1 


. 15 


. 62 


. 16 




. 06 


-.07 


.07 


. 60 


. 06 


. 30 


. 36 


-.01 


. 02 


.07 


. 06 


. 05 


.02 


■7 
. / ^ 


. 1 1 


19 


. 28 


. 15 


. 08 


. 16 


. 37 


- . OS 


.01 


. 1 1 


. A.. Am. 


-7*7 


. 0 1 


- . 04 


.41 


. 15 


- . 00 


. 30 


. 25 



ERIC 



75 



1 



Table A26 



Grade 11 



Region M2 



I 



1 


Soellina Clues 


. 06 




Words in* Sentences 


. 05 


-r 


Pc^i red Associ ates 


-.01 


4. 


Need Ach i evement 




5. 


Et hnocen tr i sm 


-. 17 


o ■ 


French CI as 5 Anx i et y 


-. 17 


« • 


French Cancidian Atts^ 


. 70 


R 


In teres t -Fore i qn Lang . 


.79 


o 

/ m 


T n ci ^ M m ^ n t 1 


. 64 


1 t'\ 
1 • 




.81 


i i « 


p j^r pn t a1 Encour aaemen t 


. 60 


1 ^ 


Af f — j PArnina French 


.79 


J. ■ 


A4-4- —FLirooean French 


. 59 


1 d 


Mni- ivAtianal I n t ensi t y 


.68 


1 

i uJ « 


Ho c i 1^ P 


. 80 


1 A 


HK'ion+'A^inn Indeji 


.35 


1 7 


RphAvioLiral Intention 


-.54 


1 P 


rinnnr 1 1 tn i t V— Use French 




1 P 


Nn VeArs French Study 


.02 


'?(") 

A. m 


No. Lanas- Sooken/Home 


. 12 




Nq- Laros- Soeaks 

1 0 Cl 1 I i-J ■ W W r . tat 


.24 


Arr A. < 


Fr e . Teacher —Eva 1 uat ' n 


. 13 


^ "T 


Frp Teacher— RaoDort 


. 05 




Fre. Teacher"^Cofnp. 


. 1 1 




Frp- Teacher— Inspi r^ n 


. 13 


26 . 


Fre. Course-Eva 1 uati on 


.28 


« • 


Frp Course-Di -f -f i cul t v 


-. 12 


2S. 


Fre. Course-Uti 1 i ty 


. 42 


29. 


Fre, Course- Interest 


. 24 


30., 


S-R - Wr ? t i ng 


. 12 


31 . 


3-R - Understanding 


. 12 




S-R - Reading 


.07 




S-R - Speaking 


. 14 


34. 


CATF - Vocabulary 


.09 


35. 


CATF - Grammar 


. 16 


-T i. 
w . 


CATF - Comp. 


-.07 


37. 


Aural Paragraph Comp. 


-.05 


33. 


Aural Sent Complet'n 


. 13 


39. 


Grade 


. 03 


40. 


French Can-Eval uat ' n 


.36 


41. 


Mysel-f - Evaluation 


. 24 


42. 


Europe Fre . -Eva 1 uat ' n 


■ -^^ ^ 


43. 


Eno. Can-Eva 1 uat ' n 


-.10 



11 


III 


IV 


V 


VI 


VII 


.12 


17 


. 10 


.59 


« 20 


-. 10 




-.04 


. 12 


. 66 


- . 08 


.01 


.02 


- . 06 


. 15 


.57 


. 02 


. 03 


. 05 


.01 


. 01 


.09 


.24 


.53 


-.02 


-.04 


- . 00 


-.27 


.39 


-. i8 


-.52 


-.08 


-. 14 


- . 09 


-. 12 


-.10 


-. 12 


.09 


-. 16 




-. 14 


. 12 


. 15 


. 15 


. 14 


. 13 


.07 


. 25 


-.10 


. 14 


. 08 


-. 17 


.31 


- . 03 


. 06 




. 01 


.09 


- . 0 1 


. 17 


- . 05 


-.k 


. 01 


-.27 


. 02 


-.13 


. 19 




. 20 


.02 


. 0 1 


. 06 


-. 18 


. 


- . 08 




. 03 


. 14 


. 17 


.31 


. 26 


. 05 


. 06 




.21 


. 27 


. 17 


.07 


-.03 


. 18 


. 05 


. 01 




. 00. 


-.28 


. 06 


-.28 


- . 08 


-.13 


-.07 


- . 1 0 


. OC) 


-.07 


. 05 


-. 17 


-.03 


14 


. 04 


.21 


-.06 


. 04 


.07 


. 15 


- . 04 


.05 


.07 


. ' 


. 00 


.76 


. 13 


02 


. 15 


. 17 


- . 0 1 


. 63 


.28 


-.09 


.87 


-.04 


- . 07 


-.07 


. 14 


-. 17 


. 35 


- . 08 


.03 


- . 1 C) 


. 1 0 


-.01 


.83 


- . O.j. 


-.01 


. 01 


. 12 


- . 03 


. 81 


. 05 


- . 02 


. 05 


-.01 


. 12 






-.09 


. 1 1 


. 15 


-.24 


-.14 


-.25 


-.40 


. 08 


. 20 


. 09 




. 20 


~. 13 


. oa 


. 12 


. 1 1 




. 20 


-.07 


. 18 


. 12 


. 16 


.05 


,70 


. 24 


.01 


.09 


. 15 


. 03 


. 76 


. 1 0 


. 06 


. 02 


10 


. 06 


-7-' 


.26 


. 17 


- . OS 


. 19 


. 14 


. 76 


. 03 


-. 03 


. 03 


.59 


-. 1 1 


. 18 


. 56 


-.06 


- . 06 


.58 


-. 17 


. 13 


. 54 


-.20 


~. 12 


.51 


. 07 


. 12 


. 48 


-. 12 


-. 12 


. 70 


-. 01 


. 20 


. 14 


-.03 


-. 14 


.75 


-.06 


- „ 06 


. 06 


. 03 


-.06 


. 47 


. 06 


. 01 




-. 17 


-.03 




. 29 


_ T7 


.20 


~. 18 


.44 


- . 05 


. 17 


. 1 1 


-.25 


. 02 


. 59 




. 42 


-.05 


. 07 


-.13 


.55 


-. 14 


. 25 


. 01 


-. 13 


. 04 


. 66 



76 



Table A27 



Grade 1 1 



Region M3 



I 



1 . 


Spelling Clues 


. 08 




Words in Sentences 


. 15 


• 


Paired Associates 


- . 05 


4. 


Need Achievement 


.38 


5. 


Ethnocentr i sm 


- . 20 


6. 


French Class Anxie 


. Of.) 


7. 


French Canadian Atts. 


.59 


3. 


Interest-Forei g.n Lang. 


.79 


9. 


Instrumental 


.58 


1 0 . 


Integrati ve 


.75 


1 1 . 


Parental Encouragement 


. 46 


1 2 • 


Att . -Learning French 


.77 


13. 


Att . -European French 


.39 


14. 


Motivational Intensity 


.67 


15. 


Desi re 


.83 


16. 


Orientation Index 


. 16 


17. 


Behavioural Intention 


-.51 


18. 


Opportunity-Use French 


-. 17 


19. 


No. Years French Study 


.07 


20 . 


No. Langs. Spoken /Hone 


. 12 


21 . 


No. Langs. Speaks 


. 17 




Fre. Teacher-Eval uat ' n 


. 14 




Pre. Teacher-Rapport 


. 15 


24. 


Fre. Teacher-Comp . 


. 00 


25 . 


Fre. Teacher-Inspir ' n 


. 17 


26. 


Fre. Course-Evaluation 


. 38 


/ . 


Fre. Course-Di-f -f icul ty 


-.20 


28. 


Fre. Course-Utility 


. 43 


29. 


Fre. Course-Interest 


.29 


30. 


S--R - Writing 


.05 


31 . 


S-R ~ Understanding 


. 08 




S-R - Reading 


. 07 




S-R - Speaking 


. 00 


34. 


CATF - Vocabulary 


. 09 


"T C 


CATF - Grammar 


.07 


36. 


CATF - Comp. 


. 20 




Aural Paragraph Comp. 


. 1 0 


38. 


Aural Sent Complet'n 


. 13 


39. 


Grade 


.26 


40. 


French Can-Eval uat ' n 


.24 


41 . 


Mys&H - Evaluation 


.29 


42. 


Europe Fr e. -Eval uat n 


. 20 


43. 


Eng. Can-Eval uat ' n 


. 08 



II 


III 


IV 


V 


VI 


VII 


.39 


. 11 


.05 


-.30 


. 16 


-. 16 


.57 


. 02 


. 06 


- . 08 


- . 02 


14 


.52 


. 12 


- . 08 


. 00 


. 05 




. 13 


. 19 


- . 02 


. 02 


. 1 1 


.21 


-.27 


. 13 


. 1 1 


n-r 


- . 20 


. 12 


-.21 


- . 07 


-.37 


-. 17 


-. 13 


. 19 


.21 


. 1 1 


-.01 


.25 


.41 


-. 12 


. 14 


. 09 


-. 10 


. 16 


. 15 


. 13 


. 08 


- . 03 


-.06 


. 20 


-. 17 




'ft* 


. 1 1 


.01 


. 00 


. 24 


. 05 


-.09 


. 05 


.09 


. 03 


.31 


.07 


. 16 


.24 


. 29 


. 14 


. 06 


. 07 


.01 


. 10 


-.05 


. 40 


. 42 


.07 


. 05 


.36 


. 12 


. 24 


. 00 


. 08 


. 19 


.21 


. 15 


. 1 1 


. 1 1 


- . 07 


. 03 


. 10 


. 06 


- . 0 1 


. 44 


-.13 


_ n-r 


- . 09 


- . 20 


-. 06 


- . 03 


. 15 


. 08 


-. 15 


-.26 


- . 05 


-.21 


. 05 


. 03 


-. 15 


. 18 


.02 


. 42 


.08 


. 01 


. 03 


-.04 


. 54 


- . 1 0 


. 05 


. 03 


. 07 


. 1 1 


. 48 


. 04 


. 00 


. 09 


. 86 


.01 


. 01 


. 14 


. 20 


. 06 


. 32 


.03 


. 04 


. 17 


. 00 


. 10 




. 01 


-. 03 


. *m -mm' 


. ^ 


-.02 


.78 


. 08 


. 1 1 


-.13 


. 14 


. 10 


. 70 




. 35 


-.25 


-.13 


_ r>o 

» Am * 


.09 


-.31 


-. 28 


. 03 


. 14 


. 08 


. 48 


. 18 


. 27 


- . 05 


-.04 


.04 


. 78 


. 19 


O "7 


-.24 


-. 19 




. 08 


. 69 


. 05 


-.13 


. 06 


. 03 


.08 


.82 


. 02 


. 03 


. 03 


. 19 


. 03 


. 78 


. 02 


. 13 


. 15 


. 15 


. 12 


.74 


-. 12 


. 19 


. 1 U 


. 84 


. 03 


.09 


. 10 


. 01 


- 00 


.81 


- . 03 


. 26 


. 14 


-. 1 1 


. 05 


. 64 


. 03 


. 16 


. 03 


* . 05 


. 1 1 


. 35 


. 18 


. 19 


. 03 


. 


-.04 


. 56 


-.15 


. 28 


14 


. 26 


. 14 




.24 


. 14 


. 02 


12 


-.20 


. 04 




. 02 


. wJ 1 


• 


a ^ / 


. 03 


. 10 


. 1 1 


1 


-. 05 




. 03 


.27 


- . 05 


. 59 


. 31 


. 08 


-.03 


-'9 


. 20 


. 17 


-- . 05 


.50 



o 

ERIC 



7/ 



9 



Table A28 Grade 11 Region 







I 


II 


I 1 1 


IV 




VI 


1 . 


Spel ling Gl ues 


-.02 


. 12 


.61 


. 08 


-.02 


-. 0"^ 




Words i n Sentences 


-.07 


- . 03 


. 56 


. 03 


. 14 


-.07 , 


z. 


Pa i red Assoc i ates 


-.09 


- . 03 


.53 


. 10 


. 01 


. 0"' 


4. 


Need Achievement 


. 00 


- . 02 


. 39 


. 13 


. 18 




C 
vJ . 


Ethnocentr i sm 


-.11 


-.01 


-.56 




- . 05 


-.11 


6. 


French Cla^nS Anxiety 


. 06 


-^.48 




- . 04 


26 


-.21 


•7 


French Canadian Atts. 


. 62 


. 01 


. 1 ^ 




. 36 


^ cr 


3. 


Interfrst-For ei gn Lang. 


. 49 


. 10 


. 26 


. 17 


. 49 


. 1 1 


9. 


Instrumental 


.66 


. 1 1 


-.1.1 


-. 15 


. 14 


. 0"" 


10. 


Integrat 1 ve 


. 67 


. 1 1 


. 12 


. 04 


37 


.21 


1 1 . 


Parental Encouragement 


. 60 


. 05 


15 


- . 03 


. 04 


-.02 


12. 


Att. -Learning French 


. 34 


. 18 




. 20 


. 74 


.21 


13. 


Att. -European French 


.47 


. 05 


. 15 


» a- -J 


.17 




14. 


Mot i vational Intensity 




. 06 


. 26 


. 20 


. 60 


. 15 


15. 


Desi re 


. 45 


. 14 


. 26 


. 14 


. 67 


.08 


16. 


Orientat i on Index 


. 03 


-. 14 


. 18 


. 12 


. 20 


. 12 


17. 


Behavi our al Inten t i on 


-.21 


-. 15 


-. 12 


- . 0 1 


cr rr 

— . 


. 05 


IS. 


Opportunity-Use French 


- . 07 


- . 29 


. 01 


- . 03 


-. 38 


. 07 


19. 


No. Years French Study 


. 04 


.59 


-.12 


-.01 ■ 


. 07 


-. 14 


20. 


No. Langs. Spoken/Home 


-. 12 


. 31 


— .15 


. 01 


. 00 
. 09 


. 07 


2 1 . 


No. Langs. Speaks 


-.04 


. 25 


- . 03 


. 05 


. 02 




Fre. Teacher -Eva 1 uat ' n 


. 05 


-.04 


. 10 


. 91 


. 16 


. 15 




Fre. Teacher -Rapport 


-.01 


- . 06 


. 06 


. 84 




. 20 


24. 


Fr e . Teach er-'C omp . 


. 07 


- . 04 


. 27 


. 73 




. 17 


25. 


Fre. Teacher- Inspir' n 


. 02 


.04 


- . 07 


. ^4 


. 3 ). 




26. 


Fre. Course-Eval uat i on 


. 14 


. 19 


. 12 




— ^ 






Fre. Course- Di -ff i cul tv 


. 04 


-.38 


-. 16 


. 10 




0"' 


28. 


Fre. Course-Ut i 1 i ty 


. 38 


. 15 


. 08 




. 50 




^ * • 


Fre . Course- Inter est 


. 00 


. 14 


. 02 


. ' w 


. 74 




30. 


S-R - Writing 


. 06 


. 67 


. 25 


. 02 


. 09 


. 1 9 


31 . 


S-R - Understanding 


. 1 1 


. 78 


. 13 


- . \ 0 


. 10 


. 1^ 


_' • 


S-R - Reading 


. 13 


. 74 


. 17 


- . 08 


. 01 


. 1 1 


«*' tt 


S-R - Speak i ng 


. 09 


, 78 


. 09 


. 02 


. 16 


1 - 

■ J. 


34. 


CATF - Vocabulary 


. 21 


"T cr 


.57 


-. ^0 


. 16 


-.21 


35. 


CATF - Grammar 


. 13 


. 50 


.65 


_ r\-' 

» . ' 


. 19 




36. 


CATF - Comp. 


. 02 


. 34 


. 49 


- . 05 


. 16 


- . 00 


-r -7 
■-' ' ■ 


Aural Paragraph Comp . 


. 09 


. 47 


.38 


-.11 


-.04 


-.18 


78. 


Aural Sent Complet'n 


, 04 


.57 


.38 


. 16 


-.01 


-.30 


39. 


Grade 


. 13 


. 1'2 


. 64 


-.10 


.41 


. 04 


40, 


French Can-Evaluaf n 


. 25 


. 07 


- . 06 


, 26 


.31 


.61 


41 . 


Myself - Evaluation 


. 07 


. 16 


. 07 


. 13 


. 05 


,34 


42. 


Europe Fr e . -E val uat ' n 


. 09 


. 07 


. 04 


. 19 


.21 


. 68 


43. 


Eng . Can-Eval uat ' n 


. 10 


.02 


-.16 


. 1 1 


. 0 1 


.51 



78 



ERLC 



\ 



1 . 



4. 

5.' 

6. 

7. 

B. 

9. 
10. 
1 1 . 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21 . 



:4. 

:b. 

17. 

■ ' • 

'0. 

:.i . 



::6. 

T8. 
39. 
40. 
41 . 
42. 
43. 



Spel 1 i ng CI ues . 
Words in Sentences 
Paired Associates 
Need Achievefrtent 
Ethnocentr i sm 
Fre Class Anvtiety 
Fre Canadian Atts. 
Int-Foreign Lang. 
Instrumental 
Integr at i ve 
Parental Encourage 
Att . -Learning Fre. 
Att. -European Fre. 
Motiv. Intensity 
Desi r e 

□ri entat i on Index 
Behav. Intention 
□ppor t . -Use French 

# Years Fre Study 

# Langs Spoken /Hdme 

# Langs Speaks 
Fre. Teacher-Eval 
Fre. Teacher -Rap p . 
Fre. Teacher -Comp . 
Fre. Teacher- 1 nsp i r 
Fre. Course-Eval . 
Fre. Course-Di f f . 
Fre. CoursB-Ut i 1 i ty 
Fre. Course-Int. 
S-R - Writing 

S-R - Understanding 
S-R - Readi ng 
S-R - Speaking 
CATF - Vocabulary 
CATF - Grammar 
CATF - Comp. 
Aural Para. Comp . 
Aural Sent Complet. 
Grade 

French Can-Eval . 
Myself - Eval . 
Europe Fre. -Eval. 
Eng . Can-'Eval uat ' n 



A29 


Grade 


1 1 


Rsg i on 


Bl 








I . 


1 1 


III 


IV 


4 


VI 


VII 


VIII 


-.10 


-.10 


-.06 


. 48 


-. 16 


-. 02 


. 20 


-.04 


. 08 


. 09 


-. 10 


. 45 


- . 08 


-.24 


. 13 


- . 05 


. 15 


. 10 ■ 


.01 


.41 


.36 


-. 18 


-.08 


-.28 


.25 


' -- . 05 


. 06 


. 18 


. 28 


• y^ J am* 


- . 03 


. 1 0 ■ 


.05 


-.06 


.09 




. 08 


• UO 


-.07 


-.04 


-.26 


-.26 


-.25 


- . 03 


. 19 


. 'J' 




. 19 


. 46 


. 16 


-.08 


-.01 


.21 


.07 


-.07 


. 57 


. 81 . 


. 17 


- . 1 0 


-.09 




- . 0"=) 


-.07 


.09 


. 40 


.05 


-.04 


. 1 1 


. 06 


.50 


-.07 




. 54 




.06 




. 13 


. 30 


. 07 


.35 


- . 06 


-.04 


. 03 


- . 07 


-. 14 


-.02 


-.0' ■ 




. 87 


. 14 


. 18 


- . 09 


. 12 


- . 06 


■ . 12 


. 05 




-.24 


. 15 


. 05 


. 42 


. 13 


. 04 


-.11 


.75 


- . 02 


. 16 


- . 08 


. 21 


-.04 




- . 07 


.77 


. 15 


.09 




. 09 


. 03 




- . OS 


. 1 1 


.21 


- . 06 


. 31 


. 30 


- . 07 


-.4f 


-.04 


-.47 


.05 


.08 


— . 


. 20 


. 14 


-. 15 


.-.,20 


-.37 


-. 16 


- . oa 


. 48 


- . 05 


. 46 


-.02 


.02 


-.11 


.29 


.07 


. 0'. 


. 04 


-. 19 


. 05 


-. 1=» 


.27 


-.04 


-.04 


-.64 


-.01 


- . 0 1 


. 06 


. 07 


. 34 


.08 


-.02 


-. 45 


. 08 


. 17 


. 16 




. 13 


-.02 


.78 


- . 05 




. 02 


. 01 


- . <!>5 


. 14 


.bl 


-.79 


-.0^ 


. 28 


.09 


-.11 


. 12 


. 1 1 


. 04 


.58 


. 02 




. 09 


. 20 


-. Ifc 


.29 


b- . 0 1 


.74 


- . 06 


. 09 


-. 18 


-.10 


. 13 


g 8 2 


. 08 


.39 


-. 1 1 


- . 06 


-.04 


. 03 


- . 02 


-.41 


-.35 




. 08 


-.01 


-.03 


-.26 


.09 


. 56 


. 10 


.28 


. 06 


. 15 


. 02 




. 06 


.75 


. 12 


. 45 


-.02 


-. 18 


-.04 


-.10 


.07 


.21 


.70 


. 06 


. 17 


- . 00 


. 19 


. 17 


-.17 


. 19 


.80 


.05 


-. 14 


. 05 


. 09 


. 28 




. 13 


.82 


. 0 1 


. 05 


. 05 


-.10 


. 15 


. 08 




.79 


-.13 


-.10 


. 00 


-.10 


. 29 


. 05 


. 16 




- . 05 


-.09 


- . 0 1 


-.07 




- . 0 1 


. 16 




. IS 




-.03 


. 08 




-. 16 


.02 


. 16 


-. 1 1 


. 17 


. 14 


. 07 


. 75 


. 09 


.09 


. 40 


.26 


. 03 


. 01 


-.10 


.59 


. 15 


-. 15 


. 1 i 


- . 08 


-. 10 


. 21 


-. 17 


.63 


-.14 


.29 


. 40 


.08 


. 36 


.02 


-. 1 1 


.58 


-.10 


. 26 


.31 


. 24 


- . 09 


. 50 


--.15 


, 14 


. 45 


. 17 


- . 03 


. 40 


-.04 


.57 


-.21 


. 28 


.02 


. 08 


. 1 0 


. 34 


- . 08 


. 70 


. 1 1 


. 13 


-.02 


.01 


.02 






.71 


. C)0 


- . 03 


- . 04 



ERIC 



7S 



"able A30 Grade 11 Region B3 



5. 
6, 

■7 

m 

a. 

m 

10, 

11. 

12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 



24. 
25. 
26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 
31. 



34. 
35. 
36. 
37. 
38. 
39. 
40. 
41 . 
42. 
43. 



Spelling Clues 
Words in Sentences 
Paired Assoc i at es 
Need Achi evement 
Ethnocentr ism 
French Class Anxiety 
French Can ad i an Atts. 
I nterest-Forei gn Lang . 
I nstrument al 
Integrati ve 

Parental Encouragement 
Att . -Learning French 
Att . -European French 
Moti vat xonal Intensi ty 
Desire 

Orientation Indejj 
Behavi our al Intent i on 
□pDortuni^ty-Use French 
No. Years French Study 
Langs. Spoken /Home 
Langs. Speaks 
Teacher-Eval uat ' n 
Teacher -Rapport 
Teacher-Comp . 
Teacher - I nspir' n 
Course-Eval uat i on 
Course-Di i cul ty 
Cbur se-Ut i 1 i ty 
Course- Interest 

- Writing 

- Understanding 

- Reading 

- Speaking 
- Vocabulary 



No. 
No. 
Fre. 
Fre. 
Fre. 
Fre. 
Fr e . 
Fre. 
Fre. 
Fr e . 
S-R 
S-R 
S-R 
S-R 
CATF 
CATF - Grammar 
CATF - Comp. 
Aural Paragraph Camp. 
Aural Sent Complet'n 
Grade 

French Can -Eva 1 uat ' ri 
Mysel-F - Evaluation 
Europe Fre.-Evaluat'n 
Eng . Can-Eval uat ' n 



I 


I I 


y ni 


IV 


V 


VI 


VII 


-. 1 1 


. 12 


.09 


.41 


-. W 


. 03 


-.04 


.01 


- . 05 


. 04 


.51 


-.08 


. 12 


-.09 


.02 


. 00 


. OS 


. 41 


- . 03 


. 0 1 


.07 


-.07 


. 1 1 


. 12 




. 16 


-.25 


. 15 


-.04 


. 04 


. 01 




. 00 


. 19 


-.08 


-.51 


-.04 


.09 


-. 14 


. 18 


.30 


-. 17 


. 19 


. 01 


. 79 


-.01 


. 14 


- . 09 


.04 


. 15 


. .15 


.69 


. 15 


.»07 


-. 12 


.41 


. 06 


. 05 


. 50 


. 15 


- . 00 


. 20 


-.01 


. 15 


.09 


.74 


.02 


.07 


-.01 


. 17 


. 13 


. 09 


. 53 


. 16 


. 1 1 


_ n-7 


. 19 


.20 


"7 ^ 


.57 


. 12 


.07 


. 01 


. 58 


. 20 


. 16 


.57 


- . 07 


.28 


. 08 


. 01 


. 14 




. 43 


. 04 




. 00 


.58 


. 25 


. ^ '*«' 


.58 


. 08 


. 1 0 


-. 1 1 


.55 


-.07 


-.06 


.09 


- . 05 


. 18 


-. IS 


. 40 


-. 20 


-. 14 


-. 15 


. 20 


- . 08 


-.04. 


-.54 


-.35 


. 00 


-. 16 


* 13 


. 12 


.34 


-.28 


. 54 


. 02 


. 00 


-. 12 


.02 




-.01 


. 45 


-. 12 


- . 03 


-.02 


. 10 


.mm ^ 


.02 




-.03 


. 02 


- . 07 


.08 


-. 04 


. 27 


-.02 


.82 


. 10 


. 00 


.31 


- . 09- 


-.06 


. 03 


.79 


. 09 


.10. 




-. 15 


-.03 


-.09 


. 78 


. 13 


. 09 




-. 13 


-.10 


-. 14 


. 74 


. 05 


. 12 


. 17 


- . 04 


. 1 1 


. 13 


.75 


. 12 


-. 19 


. (DO 


. 27 


. 42 


-.52 


-. 12 


. 01 


-. 13 


-.06 


- . 04 


-. 24 /• 


. 15 


. 65 




-. 17 


-.07 


.26 


.31 


-.01 


. 69 


. 12 


-.14 


.01 


. 31 


. 42 


. 77 


. 08 


.26 


-.09 


-. 14 


-. 06 


.. 04 


. 78 


. 06 


. 26 


- . 09 


08 


-. 12 


. 13 


.69 


. 1 1 




-.13 


-.10 


-. 14 


. 10 


. 77 


. 0 1 


. 19 




- . 03 


-. 15 


. 19 


. 80 


-.01 


. 13 


. 12 


-.02 


. 12 


- . 0<=' 


. S3 


-. 04 


. 04 


. 18 


. 08 


. 21 


- . 00 


.54 


-.01 


. 26 


-.13 


. 01 


. 10 


1"^ 


. 69 


-.07 


. 13 


. 04 


. 06 


. 16 


-.04 


.77 


-. 1 1 


. 13 


. 08 


. 07 


. 06 


-.01 


. 65 


. 00 


- . 03 


. 45 


.09 


. 36 


. 14 


. 14 


. 17 


.47 


14 


.53 


-. 00, 


. 05 


. 00 


. 24 


. 05 


- . 06 


.63 


^ . 03 


. 14 


-. 01 


. 28 


.37 


-. 15 


.64 


. 03 


. 08 


. 04 


. 24 


. 16 


- . 08 


.57 


. 02 


. 14 



ERLC 



SO 



1 . 

4. 
5. 
6. 

I m 

s. 

9. 
10. 
1 1 . 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 



24. 
25. 
26. 



28. 
29 . 
30. 
31 . 



34. 

36. 

3S. 
39. 
40. 
4 1 . 
42. 
43. 



Spelling Clues 
Words in Sentences 
Paired Assoc i at-es 
Need Achievement 
Ethnocentr ism 
Pre Class Anxiety ' 
Pre Canadian Atts. 
Int-Foreign Lang. 
Instrumental 
Integrative 
Parental Encourage 
Att,-Learning Rre. 
Att . -European Pre. 
Motiv. Intensity ^ 
Desi r e 

□r i entat i on I ndeK 
Behav. Intention 
□pport . -Use Prench 
# Years Pre Study 

Langs Spoken/Home 
n Langs Speaks 
Pre. Teacher -Eva 1 
Pre. Teacher -Rap p . 
Pre. Teacher-Comp. 
Pre. Teacher - 1 nsp i r 
Pre. Course-Eval . 
Pre . Course-Di f -f . 
Pre. Cour^9pe-Uti 1 i ty 
Pre. Course- I nt • 
S-R - Writing 
S-R - Understanding 
S-R - Reading 
S-R - Speaking 
CATP - Vocabulary 
• CATF - Grammar 
CATP - Comp. 
Aural Para. Comp. 
Aural Sent Complet. 
Grade 

Prench Can-Eval . 
MyseW - Eval . 
Europe Pre. -Eval . 
Eng . Can-Evaluat ' n 



A31 


Grade 


1 1 


Region 


B3 








I 


1 1 


III 


IV 


V 


VI 


VII 


VIII 


. 18 


-. 17 




. 18 


.07 




. <:)0 


- . 02 


. 00 


-. 18 


. 46 


. 13 


-.13 


. 02 


- . 07 


. 06 


. 09 


-. 16 


. 19 


.02 


• 


■ . 02 




. 13 


. 20 


-.01 


. 37 


. 14 


. 15 


.02 


. 13 


-..16 


. 09 


. 03 


-.62 


, . 12 


-. 12 


. 14 


-.02 


-.07 


- . 04 


-.63 


-.31 


. 28 


-. 18 


. 04 


-. 12 


-. 17 


. 37 


. 02 




. 15 


.28 


ccr 


. 09 


.02 


. 75 


-.01 


. 1 1 


. 04 


. 05 


. 23 


. 13 


. 05 


. 42 


-.44 


— . 


. 15 


-.01 


.08 


. 09 


. 17 


. 68 


- . 03 


-.01 


. 27 


06 


-. 10 


. 04 


. 08 


, 39 


- . 20 


. 03 


.35 


- . 20 


-.05 


. 05 


-.14 


. 71 




. iO 


-.01 


- . 02 


-.14 


. 37 


. 17 


.51 




-. 1 1 


-.01 


.29 


-.05 


-. 10 


.09 


. 54 




. 17 


-.01 


. 10 


. 26 


. 43 


. 12 


. 61 


. 35 


. 03 


11 


-.07 


-. 18 


. 40 


■.11 


. 00 


- . 05 


-.09 


- . 05 


- . 07 


-.41 


-.01 


-. 11 


-.35 


. 05 


-.03 


. 14 


- '^5 

1 it- >-J 


. 11 


-.11 


. 30 


- . 05 


-.48 


. 03 


. 07 


. 17 


. 1 1 


.04 


. 25 


- . 03 




-.02 


-.11 




.01 


-. 13 


. 14 




- . 06 


_ no 


. 43 


. 04 


. 14 


- . 02 


-. 15 


39 


■ . 29 


.02 


. 36 


. 19 


.31 


. 02 


- . 08 


. 13 


. 05 


. 0 1 


. 70 


. 24 


. 16 


. 39 


.04 


. 14 


- . (;)9 


. 2 1 


. 70 


.24 


.21 


. 18 




• 06 


. 15 


- . 05 


. 67 


. 12 


- .05 


. 12 


. 06 


. 13 


. 10 


- . 1 0 


' .41 


.09 


. 09 


.73 


- . 08 


. 36 


- . 07 


-.07 


. 41, 


. 20 


12 


. 62 


. 27 


- . 19 


-.24 


. 01 


-.03 


-.21 


^-.02 


-.07 




. 48 


-.12 


. 1 4 


. 30 


. 17 


. 15 


. 43 




. 35 


. !:)5 


-.08 


. 28 


. 08 


-. 16 


. 7;y 


■^"^ .04 


. 1 2 


.61 


- . 05 


■ . IS 


. 10 


. 31 




■ ^ ' 


- . 06 


. 72 


-.14 


. 10 


. 18 


-.01 


-^.01 


. 17 


. 13 


. 73 ■ 


-.20 


. 02 


. 03 


.14 


■ A. 1 


. 06 


. OS 


.89 


- . 06 


. 0 1 


. 04 


.02 


. 08 


- . 06 


. 12 


. 47 


. 43 


. 09 







-.14 


. 35 


-.01 


.55 


.31 


» 16 


- . 0 1 




-.25 


.^4 


.05 


.34 


. 63 


-. 08 


. 07 


. 30 




. 21 


-.03 


.47 


. 12 


. 05 


. 13 


- . 1 C) 


-.43 


.28 


. 13 


. 56 


-. 05 


. 1 0 " 




-.07 


n ■? 


. 12 




.07 


. 31 


. 01 


. 03 


. 19 


. 25 


. 57 


- . C) 1 


. 03 


. 21 


. 14 


. 65 


— . ■_• J 


■ 'J* 


- . O'l 




-.04 


-.06 


. 18 


. — *- 


.31 


. 13 


.01 


. 08 


.07 


. 04 


. i5 




. 03 


- . 03 


. 04 


. 19 


-. 14 


. 04 


. 15 


. 54 


. 17 


. 10 


. 18 



ERIC 



81 



